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IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS W. 8S. Jerome, A Solicitor, Re P 
; 4 In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of X 
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T that the Insurance Co ts include a policy covering the risk of Pa - 
 NentetOloss On TORFEHURR OF THE LENE. Current Topics. 
| Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
HE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND |The Long Vacation. 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, Ir 1s understood that a meeting of the judges has been 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. summoned for the 11th of January to consider the proposal that 
the Long Vacation shall commence on the Ist of August and 














Mortgages on Licensed Properties Guaranteed promptly. 2 : 
— —— end on the 12th October. ‘he change, if recommended, will be 
ILEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE | ‘nde by Order in Council x 


SOCIETY. The Meeting of the Requisitionists and the 
ESTABLISHED 1836. Council of the Law Society. 
10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. WE pe.isve that the Council of the Law Society still insist 
on the meeting to which we referred last week being held in 
FREE, private, and we cannot learn that any official statement as to the 
SIMPLE results of the deliberations will be furnished by the Council. 
‘ We venture to think that this is a somewhat mistaken course, 
since nothing is more certain than that accounts, more or less in- 
correct, of the proceedings will find their way into the papers. 


A Novel Trade-mark. 

AFTER CONSIDERABLE negotiation with the Board of Trade, 
the Trade Mark of the Irish Industrial Development Association 
of Oork was registered on Saturday last. The Trade Mark 
consists mainly of the device of an ancient Irish ornament 
having within it the words ‘‘ Déanta i nEirinn,” which, being 
interpreted, mean ‘‘ Made in Ireland.” This Trade Mark, which, 
we believe, is the first general Trade Mark registered under 
section 62 of the Trade Marks Act, 1905, is intended to be used 
: as a certificate that goods of any kind on which it appears are 
pFonps- - + ~= £4,700,000, INCOME - - - £610,000. | goods of Irish origin. 


Yrarty BusINEsS- - £2,594,000, Business in FoRcE- £18,000,000 
me .: Length of a Case Before the Official Referees. 


TRUSTEES Mvucs nas been said of late about the increasing length of 
The Right Hon. The Earl of Harssvny. trials in the Superior Courts, and from what we have heard this 
zee Hon. My. Justice Kexswose. deliberation in procedure appears to be extending to the sub- 
Wiisam Witises, Bea sidiary tribun In a case before one of the Official Referees, 
Ricuarp Pexwixorox, Esq., J.P. relating to the repairs of a ship, the hearing has already occu- 

DIRECTORS. : pied sixteen days, and it is not impossible that it may occupy as 
many more. The business of the present day has become so 
complicated that much of it cannot be conveniently digested and 
summarized in a law court. The ingenuity of the Legislature 
Geo. Bagar, Heq. } must at some future period devise an effective mode of narrowing 
eee eee Me Oia R.W , the area of discussion in a modern lawsuit. Special pleading 
1m become obsolete, and so far there is nothing to take its 
plece. 
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Unqualified Advocates. ° , 
M. Cuenv, the batonnier of the bar of Paris, referred in his | that if their fault were not amended, the House would proceed 
; : | with great severity against them. But our judges are at the 


recent address to certain resolutions, of which notice had been | ? , - : ; - 
given in the Chamber of Deputies, respecting the right to | Present day so occupied with their ordinary duties that their 


appear as advocate in different tribunals. It was proposed by office as assistants of the House has become a sinecure. 


these resolutions that priests, military and naval officers, Solicitors’ Charging Orders. 
physicians, and persons holding posts in the Government offices | , f ieitor to } hi . Tere eee t 
‘ ' } " ~ > 8 costs 7,aAlK ) { 0 
shvuld, under certain conditions, be admitted to appear as ora ag seia a solicitor th 118 Costs pa 3 n eine 
‘ . ‘ “© . . | 3 t i f fring’ ¢ ecoyv {£ 
advocates. M. Crenu had little difficulty in shewing that the | ¥™'" 4° i. de hors nem . in gion J : a = a 4 
_ . en one 2 Fi , eauity. ¢ ( COL UlZ 
haa referred to would often find great incompatibility be —— a a ‘t s Ea lieit ~ cee ahaa y ee ai canal pe 
' ante ' ‘ ; ; which empowe 
etween their ordinary duties and those of an advocate. The | °Y ean h , oh So ti mae i “pe " la : th ptr ‘to pe 
° . ¢ aH » 20 ar ¢ clare e ole 
only approach in this country to such a change as that suggested | court before which the action 18 heard to ¢ eclare the ec r 
: | be entitled to a charge upon it for his taxed costs in reference to 


in France is in the somewhat crude sections of the Factory Acts. | t] But this i hich the court can exercise or not 
The Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, s. 21, enacts that, where | @ action. Sut this is a power which the co Pes Re ,- 


Ase : ag hmestey 

a death has occurred by accident in a factory, any relative of K = ee = ‘h rag ge case of herd ap ts tants P. 101) 

the deceased person, and any inspector and any occupier of the pag ICH, : -, held that the - ag : rage ot 6 ; : onal 
: : 3eC st g yay ; stees for tl 

factory in which the accident occurred, and any person | ‘Us secured must give way to the claim 2eir 


. , ae Pac ) ; 28. ase an action for 
appointed by the order in writing of the majority of the work- oonte, charges, and expenses ie thak ones 28 8 2 ar. 
v administration of an estate was commenced and then compro- 


le employed in the factory, shall be at liberty to attend at | *“ + 
ey otha ond in person, or ‘a agent, to oinaiad any witness. | mised, with the result that, while =~ gp sae A wae 
We cannot but think that the introduction of unprofessional | preserved,” it wes eufficiont to pay the costs bom 
advocates into the coroner’s court is calculated to increase the |°f the plaintiffs’ solicitors and of the trustees of the 
difficulty of maintaining order and method in what is in the | tate. The taxed costs of the solicitors nage £364, and 
nature of a judicial inquiry. the taxed costs, charges, and expenses of the trustees were 
£402. The claim of trustees to be reimbursed all expenses 
The Expenses of an Inquiry Under the Lunacy incurred by them in connection with the trust has been always 
Acts. ; | recognized by the courts, and this is only a natural set-off to 
Mr. Fiscurr, the Master in Lunacy, is not satisfied with the | the strictness with which trustees have been held liable to account 
administration of that department of the law. He is of opinion for the trust funds. On the other hand it = was pointed out 
that the fact that there is no permanent Judge in Lunacy is fatal by Bowen, LJ., in Greer v. Young (24 Ch. D., p. 004), dis- 
to any continuity of practice. He points out that the expense cretionary with the court whether it will make an order in favour 
of any contentious business under the present system is ruinous, | of the solicitor under the statute. ‘ The solicitor,” said the 
and refers to the cases of Mrs. Carncarr and Lord Townsuenp, | learned Lord Justice, ‘has no absolute right to the charge, but 


More than forty years have passed since the case of Mr. Wynn | only power to ask the court, in the exercise of its discretion, to 
make the charge.” In the present case Kxexewion, J., decided, 


excited the attention of the public and occupied a fair share of the 
columns of the daily newspapers, The late Mr. Saucer Warren, | Upon these considerations, that the solicitors ought to be post- 
t pres M ast ] ( ( t ie enor nea | poned to the trustees. The rnght of trustees, he said, to thelr costs 
: \¢ ‘ ( racter i 1 it Was i I ot a tiey 
- av full I ubdursemeni, 80 that pers night vée found 
was i ] in¢ I M ‘ the amount t as trustees and to give their services pral iltously, 
left for this unfortunate young man and his satellites was 


materially reduced. The sugyestion that a new Lunacy Act | The Plural Voting Bill. as 
should enact that there should be a permanent Judge in Lunacy | By THE rejection by the House of Lords of the Plural \ oting 
who should exercise all the powers conferred on the Lunacy Prevention Bul, one of the clumsiest pieces of attempted legisla- 
Judge and the Masters in Lunacy may be a good one, but we | tion on record has for the time disappeared. It is quite possible, 
| however, that it may again be brought to light. Its object was 


do not at present see how it would reduce the expenses of 3 . ; / 
litigation. There is no talk of the abolition of trial by jury, and | 0 prevent any man registered as a voter in several constituencies 
a case of “public interest” is pretty sure to be long and | from voting in respect of more than one of his qualifications in 
expensive. | any one year—and as to this object we have no observations to 
offer. But the Bill sought to attain its objects in the most 
The Composition of the House of Lords asa vexatious, roundabout, and confused manner it is possible to 
Court of Appeal. | conceive; and in a manner which would be extremely costly and 
THe arprgat in the case of Rex vy. West Riding of Yorkshire| would throw a vast amount of work on clerks of county 
County Council has been argued before what Mr. Save. Pepys | councils and town clerks. There are eight pages in the Bill, 
would have called ‘‘a brave assembly ” of legal peers, no fewer | while its professed object might be effected in one or two. 
than eight of their lordships being present. ‘The questions | There is a most elaborate machinery requiring a voter to select, 
raised in the case are interesting and important, but they turn, | before the 5th of September in any year, the constituency for 
after all, upon the construction of a recent statute, and it is | which he desires to vote, and in that one alone can he vote. It 
curious to observe that points of much greater difficulty were | may be, of course, that later in September, when the Revision 
determined in 1853 by the House of Lords in the celebrated | Courts are held, his name may be struck off the list for the parti- 
Braintree case (Gosling v. Veley, 4 H. L. Cas. 679), the Huse | cular constituency he has selected ; or he may be registered in two 
consisting only of Lord Truro (who had taken part in the | different constituencies without being aware of the fact; in such 
judgment from which error was brought) and Lord Brovenay, | cases he is disfranchised altogether unless he goes to the expense 
who simply concurred, without giving any reasuns for his| and trouble of applying to a court of justice for leave to 
concurrence. We cannot believe that one, or even two,| make a selection. According to the Bul, if he forgets to 
peers would at the present day venture to reverse the carefully- | make a selection (as he very likely may in the middle of 
considered decisions of the superior courts of justice, but it | his summer holiday) he is forbidden to vote at all, although 
should be remembered that in the earlier part of the reignof|he may be registered in several constituencies. The Bill 
the late Queen the practice of summoning the judges of the| would clearly have the effect of entirely disfranchising a 
High Court to assist the House by their opinions had by uo| very large number of persons merely because they are 








means been abandoned. Besides the common law judges, the | qualified for the franchise in more than one place. ‘The | 


Master of the Rolls, the Attorney-General, the Solicitor-General, | ordinary owner or householder has become accustomed to 
and the King’s Serjeants were also bound to attend when | find his name on the register without it being necessary 
required, being summoned as assistants to the House of Lords| for him to take any trouble whatever. Why, because he 


at the opening of each Parliament in the same way as the| has a shop in a borough and a house in a county, should 2 
judges were. In 1693 the Lord Keeper Somers rebuked the| he have to take a definite step before he can vote at all? © 
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| judges for their gross negligence in attendance, and told them ~ 
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It seems absurd. We venture to assert that the proposed 
object of the Bill might be attained by a document one 
quarter its length. It would be quite sufficient to forbid 
any man to vote in one year for more than one constituency 
under pain of a penalty. Then let him vote in more than 
one at his peril. There are a very large number of dual 
yoters in the country—men who have one vote for their places 
of business and another for their residences. There are also 
many men who have each got many votes in respect of the 
ownership of property. If the real pluralists are soak aimed 
at, and not the dualists, it would be quite sufficient to simply 
abolish the ownership qualification, and make occupation the 
only test. Quite apart from any political considerations, we are 
gratified to see the extinction of an absolutely unworkable piece 
of proposed legislation. The question irresistibly suggests 
itself, does any member of Parliament know anything about 
registration ? 


Marriage and Domicil. 


Few Qvzstions present greater difficulty than those relating 
to the validity of a marriage contracted between parties of 
different nationalities. If marriage were regarded purely as a 
matter of contract, then it would be easy to refer its validity to 
the law of the country where the marriage ceremony is per- 
formed, and authority for this is to be found in Simonin v. Mallac 
(2 Sw. & Tr. 67). But this view of marriage has not prevailed, 
and the courts have paid regard also to the personal status of the 
parties as patina by the country of their domicil. ‘ Very 
many and serious difficulties,” said Hannen, P., in Sottomayer v. 
De Barros (5 P. D. 94), “‘ arise if marriage be regarded only in the 
light of a contract. It is, indeed, based upon the contract of 
the parties, but it is a status arising out of a contract to which 
each country is entitled to attach its own conditions, both as to 
its creation and duration.” In an earlier stage of that litigation 
(3 P. D. 1), when it was supposed that the parties, who were 
both Portuguese, were also both domiciled in Portugal, 
it was held that their marriage in England was invalidated 
by virtue of the Portuguese law. They were first cousins, and 
under that law such a marriage is unlawful without a papal dis- 
pensation. They were accordingly under a _— incapacity 
to marry, and of this the English court took notice. But the 
Court of Appeal, in so deciding, were careful to confine their 
judgment to the case where the two _ were both domiciled 
in the same country. ‘‘ It was,” said Corron, L.J., in delivering 
the judgment of the court, “pressed upon us in argument 
that a decision in favour of the petitioner would lead to many 
difficulties if questions should arise as to the validity of a 
marriage between an English subject and a foreigner in conse- 
quence of prohibitions imposed by the law of the domicil of the 
latter. Our opinion on this subject is confined to the case where 
both the contracting parties are, at the time of their marriage, 
domiciled in a country the laws of which prohibit their 
marriage.” On further inquiry in that case it appeared that it 
was in fact not within the judgment of the Court of Appeal, as 
the husband was proved to have become domiciled in England 
(6 P. D. 94), and it was held by Hanngy, P., that under such 
circumstances the law of England applied, and consequentl. 
he pronounced valid the marriage which the Court of Appeal, 
on a different view of the facts, had pronounced invalid. 
The same question has arisen in the case of Ogden v. Oyden 
(Times, 11th inst.), just decided by Barerave Deans, J. 
An Englishwoman, domiciled in England, was, in 1898, married 
in England to a Frenchman domiciled in France. The husband 
was not of full age according to French law, and according to 
that law the permission of his parents was necessary for the 
validity of the marriage. This permission was not obtained. 
In 1901 the marriage was dissolved by the French courts, and 
the woman, who had remained in England, went through the 
ceremony of marriage again in this country. It has been held, 
however, that the French decree did not touch the validity of 
the former marriage in this country, and that, in accordance 
with the second decision in Sottomayer v. De Barros (supra), that 
marriage was valid here. The parties being of different 
domicils, the 4x loci contractus prevailed over the lex domicilii. 
Consequently the second marriage was null, and the court 
od accordingly. 





Military Manceuvres and the Law of Trespass. 

In an article on ‘Military Mancuvres and the Law of 
Trespass” in Macmillan’s Magazine, Captain Fernersronnaven 
complains that the law of trespass seriously interferes withthe 
higher training of the army. He reminds us that in the recent 
manoeuvres in the neighbourhood of Chichester the Aldershot 
army corps was not allowed to entrench, though in practice the 
spade is used almost as much as the rifle; and that the marking 
of fields of roots and pheasant coverts as ‘‘out of bounds” was 
a serious impediment to the proper disposition of the troops. 
He maintains that the unrestricted use of the land is every 
whit as essential to the training of the army as the unre- 
stricted use of the sea is essential to the training of the navy. 
The conclusion is that the Mancuvres Act, 1897, which defines 
areas ; prevents the same area being used more than once in five 
years, and provides for compensation for damages, does not go 
far enough, for proprietors can still deny the use of much of 
their land. It should be beyond the power of anybody to put 
more than his garden out of bounds. Captain FernzrsronnavcH 
considers that this would be no real hip to the landed 
interest, inasmuch as the amount of damage done by troops is 
very much exaggerated in the anticipations of Lailesls and that 
sport (at present a far greater obstacle than the fears of farmers) 
damages vand much more than troops do. These views are, of 
course, entitled to fair consideration. It is not easy to forecast 
the changes which may be made in the organization of the 
British Army, and a time may come when the necessity for 
proper training fields may compel those interested in sporting 
rights to make some sacrifice for the public convenience. But 
the right claimed in the article refe to can never be exercised 
except under the authority of the Legislature, with suitable 
es for compensation to the persons whose property may 
@ appropriated or injured. 


Compensation for Personal Injuries. 


In aw article in one of the monthly periodicals, called 
“Curiosities of Oompensation,” the writer dwells on the 
inequalities of our law as shewn by the widely varying sums 
granted in compensation for accidents, the nature of which are 
exactly similar. For example, a workman in the employ of the 
British [Electric Co. while working a revolving brusb, 
received such injuries that one of his eyes hai to be removed. 
The court granted £150 compensation. A few months later a 
Northumberland miner wss awarded only £120 for an exactly 
similar injury. A basket-maker was entering a train at Plumstead 
when it started with a jerk and he was thrown on the metals 
and his left hand was so crushed by the wheels that it had to be 
amputated. He recovered £319 10s. from the South-Eastern 
and Chatham Railway Co. Not long afterwards, a Handsworth 
woman had a similar accident on the cable trams in that town 
which resulted in the loss of her left arm. In her 
case the compensation was £700, more than double that 
received by the basket- maker, though his injury 
deprived him of the power of ing his livelihood. It is 
easy to call attention to this apparent disparity in the awards 
of compensation, but the writer can y expect us to 
assume that in each case the and occupation of the plain- 
tiff; his earnings, and the likelihood of his remaining in 
permanent employment were the same. It is part of our system 
that the amount of should be the result of a com- 
promise among jurors of different opinions, and we ought really 
to be surprised that there is not a larger disproportion between 
the amounts awarded under similar circumstances. 


Imprisonment of Barristers in a Robing Room. 


WE »bxe to offer the barristers and solicitors who were, by 
the malicious act of some person unknown, locked up for nearly 
two hours in the robing room of the Clerkenwell County Court 
our respectful pathy. Many persons who upon some 
occasion in their lives have found that the only door in the room 
which they propose to leave refuses to be opened, will appreciate 
the uncomfortable situation of the learned gentlemen, and if 
the robing room in question resembles other robing rooms with 
which we are uainted, their discomfort must have been 
sensibly aggra We are not told whether the locksmith 
who was summoned found it necessary, according to the usage 
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among his fraternity, to go back in search of his tools. He 
seems, at any rate, to have been unable to open the door from 
the outside and to have followed the time-honoured fashion of 
entering the window by means of a ladder. We fully accept 
the opinion of the learned judge that the imprisonment of those 
in the robing room was a contempt of court, and must express 
our astonishment that anyone, not having any fear of the pro- 
fession before his eyes, should have been guilty of so heinous 
an offence. 


Liability of Landlord for Earwigs. 

A casz of some novelty has recently been tried in the 
Yarmouth County Court. The defendant, who had taken a 
house in Norfolk, defended an action for rent, his ground of 
defence being that the premises were unfit for comfortable 
occupation owing to the presence of an extraordinary number of 
earwigs. The judge overruled this defence, on the ground that 
the earwigs were no more a permanent nuisance than an unusual 
number of wasps or mosquitoes, for which the landlord could 
not be held responsible. When it is remembered that our 
courts have shewn great unwillingness to admit a similar 
defence in the case of insects of a still more disagreeable 
character, we cannot be surprised that the county court judge 
should have some hesitation in carrying their decision any 

er. 





The Priorities of Debentures and 
Garnished Debts. 


Tue decision of Watton, J., in the recent case of Cairney v. 





| 


ment by the company to the sheriff for the purpose of avoid- 
ing realization, the judgment creditor would be under no such 
liability: Robinson v. Burnell’s Vienna Bakery Co. (Limited) (52 
W. R. 526; 1904, 2 K. B. 624). 

In regard to garnished debts the question has been raised 
whether the garnishee order has the effect of transferring the 
garnished debt to the garnishor so as to remove it from the 
assets of the company. Even if this were so it does not follow 
that it would also be withdrawn from the scope of the debenture 
charge, for, as with any other execution, it would not be a 
dealing with the assets in the ordinary course of business. Butin 
fact the garnishing of the debt does not operate as a transfer of 
it. If so, the garnishor would become a creditor of the 
garnishee, and it was held in Re Combined Weighing and 
Advertising Machine Co. (38 W. R. 67,43 Ch. D. 99) that this 
was not the case. ‘‘ What,” said Corron, L.J., there, ‘‘does a 
garnishee order do? It is not an assignment of the debt due 
by the garnishee to the debtor; it merely gives the garnishor a 
lien upon that debt.” And consequently the lien in favour 
of the garnishor is subject to any prior equitable charges to which 
the garnished debt is subject. Hence, a garnishee order nisi 
does not give priority over debenture-holders who do not 
intervene by the appointment of a receiver until after 
the order has been made. In Worton v. Yates (54 W. R. 
183; 1906, 1 K. B. 112) a garnishee order nisi was made 
on the 17th of January, 1905, and on the 19th of January 
an order was made in a debenture-holders’ action appointing a 
receiver. It was held by Wanngineron, J., that the debenture- 
holders were entitled in priority to the garnishor. In accordance 
with Re Combined Weighing and Advertising Machine Co. (supra) 
he pointed out that the debt was not transferred by the garnishee 


Back (1906, 2 K.B. 746) is an interesting addition to the | order, and that the priority of the debenture-holders was not dis- 


authorities on the respective priorities of debenture-holders and 
execution creditors. Primd facie debenture-holders come in front 
of execution creditors in consequence of the rule that such 
creditors take subject to all equities (Re Standard Manufacturing 
Co., 39 W. R. 389 ; 1891, 1 Ch., at p. 641), and this priority seems 
to prevail over any process issued by the execution creditor unless, 
possibly, it has resulted in the actual receipt by the creditor 
of assets of the company in satisfaction of his debt. This was 
the case in Robson v. Smith (43 W. R. 632; 1895, 2 Ch. 118), 
where a garnishee order had been made absolute, and the 
garnished debt had been paid to the garnishor before any 
receiver had been appointed on behalf of the debenture-holder, 
though the debtor had notice of the debenture. The debenture- 
holder sued the debtor to recover payment of the amount on the 
gon that it been improperly paid to the garnishor, but Rouen, 
., Tejected the claim. This was upon the ground that, until the 
debenture-holder intervened, the company was to be treated as 
continuing to carry on its business, and the receipt of the garnished 
debt by the garnishor was a receipt of assets of the company 
while the debentures still remained only a floating security. 

But if the garnishor has not actually obtained payment of the 
garnished debt, it seems that his diligence gives him no priority 
over the debenture-holders, and, upon their intervening, all the 
assets, including the garnished debt, belong to them. This rule 
was laid down with regard to execution creditors generally in 
Davey § Co. v. Williamson & Sons (46 W. R. 571; 1898, 2Q. B. 
194). 


| 
| 





| 


| 





“The rights of the execution creditor,” said Lord | equally whether the garnishee order is nisi or absolute. 


placed. ‘‘ The debt remains the property of the judgment debtor, 
and such right as the garnishor has over it is subject to all the 
rights and equities attaching to it in the judgment debtor's 
hands.” Moreover, although the assets are not, so long as the 
debentures “‘ float,”’ subject to a specific charge in favour of the 
debenture-holders, yet, as the learned judge further held, they 
are subject to a general charge which prevents a prior charge 
being created. So soon as the debenture-holders claim the 
property, this general charge becomes a specific charge and has 
the same priority as the previous general charge. ‘‘ Deben- 
tures create a general charge capable of becoming a specific 


| charge on the happening of certain specific events, but a charge 
| existing before the happening of those events.” 


In the present case of Cairney v. Back (supra) the garnishee 
order had been made absolute before the appointment of a 
receiver by the debenture-holders, but Watton, J., held that 
this had no effect in excluding their priority. On the 15th 
of June, 1906, a creditor of the Consolidated Mines (Limited) 
obtained judgment; and on the same day he served a garnishee 
order nisi on the company’s bank to attach the balance of their 
current account, which exceeded the amount of his debt. On 
the 25th of June the order was made absolute, and on the 29th 
of June a receiver was appointed on behalf of a debenture- 
holder of the company. The bank paid the money into court, 
and an issue was directed to determine the title to it. It seems, 


however, that the principle which has been stated above le 
t 


Rvussexr, O.J., “are subject, not only to the legal, but also | depends upon the consideration that the order does not operate as 


to the equitable, rights of the debenture-holders. The sheriff 
cannot merely by seizing affect the rights of third persons 
to which property was subject when in the hands of 
the debtor, unless, indeed, such third persons have debarred 
themselves from the assertion of such rights.” And the rule was 
in that case held to apply so as to prevent the execution creditor, 
from obtaining priority, notwithstanding that the debenture 
holders had not actually intervened. The seizure of the com- 
pany’s effects by the sheriff was not a dealing with them in the 
ordinary course of business, and it did not remove the goods 
from the scope of the charge created by the debentures. And 
upon the same principle it may be that even after asale by the 

iff, and the payment of the proceeds to the execution creditor, 
he would remain liable to refund the amount to the debenture- 
holders, notwithstanding Robson v. Smith (supra); although 
if there has been no actual realization of the goods, but a pay- 


a transfer of the debt, and in Re Combined Weighing and Advertising 
Machine Co. (Limited), where this was laid down, the garnishee 
order had in fact been made absolute. Watton, J., accordingly 
pointed out that it would have made no difference in Norton v. 
Yates (suprd) if the garnishee order in that case had been made 
absolute before the receiver was appointed. Moreover, the 
making the order absolute does not carry the case as far as 
Robson v. Smith (supra), where the debt had actually been paid 
to the garnishor, even if that can be treated as a decision in 
favour of the garnishor. But the decision was in favour of the 
garnishee and not of the garnishor, and it does not follow that 
| the garnishor would be allowed to retain as against the debenture- 
holder the money so received. There is, indeed, sufficient 
uncertainty still Jott about the rights of the various parties 
interested under such circumstances to suggost that we are by 
no means at the end of the decisions on the subject. 
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however, for the present to be settled that a garnishor who has 
obtained an order absolute, but has not received payment under 
it, does not thereby acquire any priority over debenture-holders. 








The Australian Constitution and the 
Privy Council. 


Toe case of Webb v. Outtrim (Respondent) and the Commonwealth 
of Australia (Intervenant), reported in the Zimes of the 7th of 
December, raises questions of extraordinary interest with respect 
to the constitution of the Commonwealth of Australia, and the 
relations between the Judicial Committee and the High Court of 
Australia. The judgment of the Privy Council is given upon 
an appeal from the Supreme Court of Victoria, and decides 
(reversing the court below) that income tax in the State of 
Victoria is payable by officers of the Commonwealth—in the 
present case a Deputy Postmaster-General. The history and 
circumstances of the case must be given somewhat fully in 
order to understand its importance. 

In 1904 the Supreme Court of Victoria had decided that the 
official salary of a federal officer (in that case a member of the 
House of Representatives and a Minister of the Orown in the 
Commonwealth Government) was chargeable with income tax 
under an Act of the State Legislature: Re The Income Tax Acts, 
Deakin’s and Lyne’s cases (29 VY. L. R. 748). From this decision 
the taxpayers appealed to the High Court of Australia, and the 
High Court reversed the judgment of the State Court and 
decided that the official salary of a federal officer residing in 
Victoria is not chargeable with income tax under the State 
Income Tax Acts: Deakin v. Webb (1904, 1 Commonwealth L. R. 
586). From this decision the State Commissioner of Taxes 
(Wzzs) desired to appeal to the Privy Council, and applied to 
the High Court for a certificate giving him leave to appeal, as 
required by section 74 of the Australian Constitution. Section 
74 provides that ‘‘no appeal shall be permitted to the Queen in 
Council from a decision of the High Gourt upon any question, 
howsoever arising, as to the limits inter se of the constitutional 
powers of the Commonwealth and those of any State 
unless the High Court shall certify that the question is one 
which ought to be determined by her Majesty in Council.” 
The High Court refused the application for a certificate by way 
of leave to appeal. The decision of the High Court of 
Australia—that a federal officer’s official salary was not taxable 
under the State Income Tax Acts—was therefore the decision of 
a final court of appeal, and might be supposed to have become 
the law of the land until altered by legislation. 

But one peculiar and inconvenient feature of the Australian 
Federal Constitution is that, whilst appeals lie from the State 
Courts to the High Oourt of Australia, and in some cases 
the decision of the Federal Court is final, appeals still lie— 
as before federation — from the State Courts to the Privy 
Council. It seems to have occurred to the State authorities 
in Victoria that, by bringing before the State Court a case pre- 
cisely similar to Deakin’s case, and (the State Court being, of 
course, bound by the Federal Court’s decision in Deakin v. Webb) 
appealing from the State Court directly to the Privy Council, 
the decision of the Privy Council might be obtained upon the 
very question with respect to which the Federal Court had 
refused leave to appeal. This is precisely what has now 
happened, The Supreme Court of Victoria did, in Re Income 
Tax Acts, Outtrim’s case, follow the High Court’s decision, as 
they were bound to do, and judgment was given in favour 
of the ty 9 te and against the State Commissioner of 
Taxes ; the Commissioner (Wxxs) applied for leave to appeal 
to the Privy Council, and—the taxpayer Ourrxm not opposing 
the application—leave to appeal was granted: 1905, V. L. R. 463, 
The appeal to the Privy Council having thus been launched, the 
possibility of a decision being given by the Privy Council 
which would conflict with the decision of the High Court, 
became apparent, and the Commonwealth of Australia petitioned 
the Privy Council for leave to intervene, and asked that the 
appeal should not be heard at all, and should be dismissed on 


were allowed to ap as intervening on the hearing of the 
appeal. The objection of the Commonwealth was overruled, 
and their petition dismissed with costs, whilst the substantive 
appeal was allowed (as already stated), but without costs, and 
the judgment of the Supreme Court of Victoria was reversed. . As 
also stated above, the reversal of the State Court’s judgment 
was in effect the reversal of the decision of the High Court of 
Australia in Deakin v. Webb; this and another similar decision 
of the High Oourt were, in fact, disapproved of by the Judicial 
Committee in the strongest terms. 

An extraordinary situation is thus created. Notwithstanding 
the refusal of the High Court of Australia to give leave to 
appeal, an appeal has in effect been heard by the Privy Council. 
On this appeal the Privy Council have expressly disapproved of 
a decision which under one provision of the constitution is final 
and unappealable, this being made possible by another provision 
of the same constitution allowing appeals without restriction 
from the State Courts. The cause of, and the remedy for, this 
anomalous state of things are, of course, easy to point out. 
The cause is the system of double or alternative ap 
from the State Courts; the remedy is for the home 
authorities either to provide—as can easily be done by 
Order in Council— for the abrogation of the right of 
appeal to the Privy Council upon questions as to which there 
is no right of appeal from the High Court of Australia, or to 
enact that the decision of the Federal Court upon such questions 
shall be binding even on the Privy Council. Tt is, however, not 
so easy to come to a conclusion as to whether the decision of the 
Privy Council is now binding on the High Court, and as to 
whether—if it be binding—there is any advantage in sub- 
stituting the interpretation now placed by the Privy Council on 
the Australian Constitution for the interpretation which had 
previously been placed upon the constitution by the High Court 
of Australia. 

The propriety of the High Court of Australia acquiescing in 
the view taken by the Judicial Committee as against their own 
view, even on the ground of judicial courtesy and respect, is so 
evident, and the inconvenience of the Federal Court continuing 
to take one view of the constitution, whilst the State Courts 


_| and the Privy Council take another view, would be so intoler- 


able, that the question of the technical right of the High Court 
of Australia to have its own decision ed as the law has 
no practical value. It is inconceivable that the recent decision 
of the Judicial Committee should not be taken as binding an all 
Australian courts. It must be taken that the Privy Council’s 
judgment is binding on the High Court of Australia. 

The question of the intrinsic value of the judgment delivered 
in the appeal may, however, be discussed at greater length. It 
would have been satisfactory, in a matter of such great import- 
ance, to find in the Judicial Committee’s judgment—technically 
the reasons for the report of the board to his Majesty—a fuller 
statement of the reasoning of the High Court of Australia, and 
a more direct refutation of that reasoning. Further, the 


| Judicial Committee clearly regarded the appeal as one in which 


the decisions of the High Court in the two cases of D’ Emden v. 
Pedder (1 Commonw. L. R. 91) and Deakin v. Webb (1 Commonw. 
L. R. 585) were under review ; yet:the facts that the High Court 
had refused leave to appeal in Deakin v. Webb, and that to 
review the decision in Deakin vy. Webb really meant hearing an 
appeal from that decision, notwithstanding the provisions of 
section 74 of the Constitution, were not referred to in the judg- 
ment as reported. 

The broad ground on which the Judicial Committee disapproved 
of the decisions in D’ Emden v. Pedder and Deakin v. Web) was that 
the United States Constitution is not, on similar questions arising 
between Federal and State authorities, so closely analogous to the 
Australian Constitution that the decisions of the Supreme Court of 
the United States can be accepted as guides to the interpretation of 
the Australian Constitution ; incidentally, the Committee thought 
too much reliance had been placed on the fact that the United 
States Constitution was prominently brought before the notice of 
the convention in ‘Australia which the Constitution. The 
judgments delivered in the High Court are somewhat unfairly 
treated by the Judicial Committee’s citations of them. The two 





the ground of its incompetency. The application that the appeal 
should not be heard was not acceded to, but the Commonwealth 


passages quoted at some | (one from D' Emden v. Pedder. 
the other from Deakin v. Webb) ase given a prominence which 
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they do not possess as delivered by the High Court. At p. 113 
of the report (D’ Emden y. Pedder) it is expressly said: ‘‘ We 
should be prepared, therefore, if it were necessary, and if we found 
ourselves unable otherwise to come to a clear conclusion, to accept the 
doctrines laid down in the judgment of the Supreme Court of 
the United States as applicable to the interpretation 
of the Constitution of the commonwealth.” The passage from 
Deakin v. Webb (p. 606) occurs in close connection with a con- 
sideration of the respective schemes of the American and the 
Canadian Federation, and the method of distributing legislative 
functions between Federal and State authorities in the United 
States scheme is shown to be that which has been followed by 
the Australian Constitution, the actual words of one provision in 
the United States Constitution being quoted. 

Again, in a case which will assuredly evoke the keenest | 
criticism in Australia, it is not satisfactory that the vital distinc- 
tion between the unwritten constitution of the United Kingdom | 
as paramount power, and the paper constitutions of the autono- 
mous colonies, should have been overlooked. It is this very 
fact, that the constitutions conferred on the colonies do so far 
resemble the United States Constitution—in being written or | 
“‘paper”’ constitutions, that justifies the comparison made in| 
the High Court judgments. Nevertheless, it is said by the | 
Judicial Committee, with reference to colonial statutes passed by | 
a colonial legislature (after noticing the Colonial Laws Validity | 
Act, 1865), that upon such a statute being assented to by the 
Crown ‘no authority existed by which its validity could be 
questioned or impeached.” This, is, of course, a pure oversight, 
because at the end of the judgment express reference is made | 
to the possibility of the Australian Federal Legislature passing 
“‘an Act outside the power of that federal legislature”; the 
oversight is particularly unfortunate in the present instance. 
That this oversight, however, has in some degree influenced tne 
conclusion at which the Judicial Committee arrived seems 
probable by reason of the further remarks as to the meaning of 
“‘unconstitutional.”” In the case of a subordinate legislature 
the word may be applied to some statute passed by the legisla- 
ture which is actually “illegal” as being beyond the powers of 
that legislature, whilst the Legislature of the United Kingdom 
could not pass a statute which could be called “illegal” even 
if unconstitutional ; no reference to this distinction is made in 
the judgment of the Judicial Committee. The right to decide 
upon the validity of colonial statutes—a right possessed by even 
colonial courts—is thus stated in Todd’s Parliamentary Govern- 
ment in the Colonies (p. 220): ‘‘The power of interpreting 
colonial statutes, and of deciding upon their constitutional effect 
and validity, is a common and inherent right appertaining to all 
her Majesty’s courts of law before which aquestion arising out 
of the same could be properly submitted for adjudication.” 

It cannot but be a matter for regret that the Judicial Com- 
mittee did not see their way to grant the application of the 
Commonwealth of Australia as intervenant, and dismiss the 
appeal on the ground that the “ question” had already been the 
subject of a “ decision of the High Court,” as to which section 74 
of the Constitution declares that ‘‘ no appeal shall be permitted 
to the Queen in Council.” This would have established a use- 
ful precedent, and thus have saved the necessity for some altera- 
tion with respect to appeals from the State Courts, which must 
—either by Order in Council or Act of Parliament—now be 
mace with as little delay as possible. 











Reviews. 
The Law of Torts. 


A TREATISE ON THE Law or Torts; orn, WronGs AND THEIR 
Remepies. By C. G. Anppison, Barrister-at-Law. E:curn 
Epition. Edited by Witttam E. Gospon, M.A., and WALTrE« 
Hussey Gatrrritu, B.A., Barristers-at-Law. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 

The editors have made considerable changes in the present edition 
of ‘* Addison on Torts” with a view to bringing the work into line 
with the more orderly arrangement of this branch of the law which 
has been developed since the work was first written. Recent writers 


strengthen the foundations on which “ Addison” is laid, the first 
chapter, which deals with the nature of torts, and other parts of the 
work have been re-written. 

The first chapter contains a very useful summary of the recent decisions 
on trade union law, but in view of the probable passing of the Trade 
Disputes Bill of the present session, many of these will soon be out of 
date. They will continue to be interesting, however, as shewing the 
point to which the law of employer and workmen had advanced before 
this new intervention of the Legislature. The chapter on Injuries 
to Rights of Property states somewhat fully the effect of the Real 
Property Limitation Acts, by way apparently of leading up to the 
subject of trespass; but such work, good though it is in itself, is 
hardly necessary for the subject, and tends to swell unnecessarily the 
size of the book. For this, however, and for the inclusion of other 
matter which might be appropriately left to other works, the editors 
are responsible. They themselves point out how certain subjects, such 
as the Bankruptcy and Bills of Sale Acts, might with advantage have 


| been omitted, had their mandate permitted them to re-write and 


not merely re-edit the work. 

One subject, however—Negligence—which falls properly under the 
head of Torts, has had increased prominence given to it in the present 
edition, and there is now a separate chapter—chapter 8—devoted to 
it. An interesting matter in this connection is the liability of railway 
companies for damage resulting from sparks from locomotives, a 
liability which, as the editors note, has been increased by the Railway 
Fires Act, 1905, the operation of which, however, is still a year distant. 
The chapter on Fraud represents a full digest of numerous important 
decisions of recent years, and the section on Parental Rights has 
received careful revision both with respect to recent statutory changes 


|—such as the Prevention of Cruelty to Children Act, 1904—and 


to recent decisions on the custody of children. As a practical guide 
to the statutory and case law of torts the present edition will be found 
very reliable and complete. 





Books of the Week. 


Encyclopedia of the Laws of England ; with Forms and Precedents 
by the Most Eminent Legal Authorities. Second Edition, Revised and 
Enlarged. Vol. II.: Bankruptcy to Charity Commission. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited); Wm. Green & Sons. 


The Power to Regulate Corporations and Commerce : A Discussion 
of the Existence, Basis, Nature, and Scope of the Common Law of the 
United States. By FRANK HENDRICK, of the New York Bar. 
G. P. Putnam’s Sons. 


An Outline of Local Government and Local Taxation in England 
and Wales (excluding London). By the late R. 8. Wricur (sometime 
a Judge of the High Court of Justice) and Henry HosuHovuss. 
Third Edition. By the Right Hon. Henry Hosuovuses, M.P. for 
East Somerset, 1885-1906, and E. L. FANSHAWE, Barrister-at-Law. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); P. 8. King & Son. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


WOOD GREEN URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL v. JOSEPH. No. 1. 
3rd Dec. 


Loca, GoveRNMENT—Pvusiic Heatta—Srwer—Drarn—Comp ants As TO 
Nvursances—Liasitity or Private Owner—Srinote Private Drain— 
Hovses Be.toncinc To Dirverent Owners ConNECTED with Puwuptic 
Sewer by Sincte Private Drars—Pvusiic Heatran Acts AMENDMENT 
Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. c. 59), s. 19. 

This was an appeal from a judgment of a Divisional Court (Lord Alver- 
stone, C.J., and Lawrance and Ridley, JJ.) on a case stated by justices. 
The appellant council sought to recover from the respondent by summa 
proceedings the cost of certain repairs to an alleged ‘‘ single private drain” 
under section 41 of the Public Health Act, 1875, and section 19 of the 
Public Health Acts Amendment Act, 1890. The respondent was the owner 
of six houses which formed part of a row of sixteen houses on the east 
side of Parkhurst-road in the council’s district, the remaining ten houses 
belonging to other owners. The drainage of the sixteen houses was con- 
veyed to a public sewer in Marquis-road, a road entering Parkhurst-road 
at the north end of the row of houses, by means of a system of pipes 
arranged as follows: the houses were drained in pairs; each house of each 
pair was drained by a separate pipe into a pipe common to both houses, 
and each of such common pipes discharged into a single line of pipes — 
viz., the alleged “‘ single private drain,’’ which was laid in private ground 
behind, i.e, on the east of the row of houses and parallel thereto. 
The drainage of the respondent’s houses, therefore, was conveyed to the 





alleged single private drain first by pipes which were not, and then by ~ 


pipes which were, common to each pair of such houses, and it was admitted 
by the council that the pi which were common to each pair were 





have sree Pa to deduce broad pe ears out of the host of single 
instances which formerly had to do duty for the law, and in order to 








‘sewers’ within the mean of the Public Health Acts. A nuisance 
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having arisen in the drainage of the houses, the council required the 
respondent to do certain work to the drains separately draining his six 
houses, which the respondent did. The council at their own expense did 
the necessary work to the common pipes, but they claimed to recover from 
the respondent-and the other owners the cost of work done to the alleged 


‘‘ single private drain.’’ The justices dismissed the complaint, but stated, 


a case for the opinion of the court. The Divisional Court affirmed the 
decision of the justices. The council appealed. 

Tue Cover (Cotztms, M.R., and Cozens-Harpy and Farweut, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Co.trns, M.R., said that, assuming that the alleged single private drain 
was a single private drain, the appellants could not recover from the 
respondent the cost of repairs to it, under section 19 of the Public Health 
Acts Amendment Act, 1890, because the houses were not connected 
with the’public sewer in Marquis-road by the single private drain, as was 
necessary before section 19 could be brought into operation, the initial 
part of the connection being by sewers. 

Cozens-Harpy and Farwet1, L.JJ., concurred.—Covunset, Macmorran, 
K.C., and Austin F. Jenkin; Danckuwerts, K.C., and Randolph Gien. 
Sortcrtors, Croft §& Mortimer ; Miles § Hair. 

[Reported by F. G. Rucker, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re ADAMS. VERRIER v. HASKINS. Kekewich, J. 5th Dec. 


ApMINISTRATOR—Berqvest TO InFranrs COoNTINGENTLY—APPLICATION OF 
INcoME BY ADMINISTRATOR FOR Marnrenance OF Inranrs—ConveYANCING 
AND Law or Property Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 41), s. 43. 


This adjourned summons came before the court for the determination of 
the question whether an administrator with the will annexed was justified 
under the provisions of section 43 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, in 
applying for or towards the maintenance, education, or benefit of infants 
the income of property devised and bequeathed to them contingently upon 
their attaining the age of twenty-one years. The testatrix by her will, 
dated the 21st of February, 1893, gave all her real and personal estate to 
her two children, two of the defendants, but so that one of them, a daughter, 
should take £800 less than the other,ason. Otherwise her estate was to go 
to them in equal shares, and if either child should die under twenty-one 
years of age, the survivor should take the estate; and if both should die 
under that age leaving lawful issue, the whole of the estate was to go to 
such issue in equal shares; and if both should die under that age without 
leaving lawful issue the estate was to go to the statutory next-of-kin of 
the testatrix. No executor was appointed under the said will. The 
testatrix died on the 11th of January, 1902, and letters of administration 


with the will annexed were granted to the plaintiff on the 11th of | 


December, 1903. The daughter was married on the 20th of December, 
1904, and has one child, who is also a defendant. Both the children of 
the testatrix are still infants, and since her death the plaintiff has applied 
the income derived from the estate to their maintenance. The matter 


now came before the court for the determination of the question whether. 


the plaintiff should continue to so apply the said income. For the infant 
children of the testatrix it was urged that where the estate is cleared and 
the residue ascertained, an executor holds the residue in trust for an infant 
within the meaning of section 43 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, and that 
he is entitled to apply the income thereof for the infant’s maintenance, 


education, or benefit, as provided by the section: Re Smith, Henderson- Roe | 


v. Hitehins (33 Soticrrors’ Jovrnar 575, 42 Ch. D. 302). It was further 
urged that after administration is granted an administrator has equal 
powers and is in the same position as an executor. Therefore the plaintiff 


was entitled to continue to apply the income for the benefit of the infant | 


children of the testatrix. or the infant grandchild it was contended 
that an administrator was not a trustee, but only a mere bailiff: Re Rowe, 
Jacobs v. Hind (60 L. T. 596, Kekewich, J., at p. 599), Re Jones, Christmas 
v. Jones (1897, 2 Ch. 190, Kekewich, J., at p. 203). 

Kexewicn, J., in giving judgment, said that anyone holding property 
that belongs to an infant holds it as a “‘ trustee’’ within the meaning of 
section 43 of the Act of 1881. This was not affected by the fact that for 
the purposes of other Acts the word “‘ trustee ’’ has other meanings. The 
administrator was therefore entitled to continue to apply the income as 
he had done heretofore.—Counset, Whinney ; Baden Fuller; Harman. 
Soxicrrors, Gribble, Oddie, Sinclair, § Johnson. 

[Reported by P, Joun Botann, Barrister-at- Law.) 


Re PIERCY ern oe on ee v. PIERCY. Neville, J. 
1 and 6th Dec, 


Tenant ror Lire AnD Remarnperman—Company—Companiss Act, 1880, 
ss. 3, 4, 5—Repayment or Carrrat ny Company Ovt or Prorrrs— 
Cap1raL or Income, 


Adjourned summons. This case raised a question between the tenants 
for life and remaindermen interested under the will of or Piercy 
as to who was entitled to receive the sum of £310 4s. 2d., which had come 
io the hands of the trustees as a return of part of the capital of certain 
fully-paid shares in the Shone Drainage, Sewe , and Water Supply 
Co. (Limited and Reduced). It also involved a question as to the construc- 


tion of sections 3, 4, and 5 of the Companies Act, 1880. Part of the out- 
standing personal estate of the testator Benjamin Piercy consisted of ws | 
shares of £10 each fully paid up in the above-mentioned company. It 
was found imposmble to sell the shares and accordingly an order was 
granted by the court_in 1892 giving the trustees leave to retain them. No 

Thad ever been paid on the shares, but all the profits of the com- 


dividends 


pany were applied to the reduction of capital, in view of the fact that 
certain patents belonging to the company and forming their chief assets 
were gradually running out. The present summons Be (inter alia) that 
the — of the a — might be at liberty to appropriate 
to income the sums received year by year from the said com n repay- 
ment of the said shares, . cat iid Mii 
Nevii1r, J., after referring to the above facts, continued: With regard 

to the earlier of these | pepe made by the company they were made 
without the passing of any special resolution. The payment was accom- 
panied by memoranda, one of which he had before him, It was dated the 
29th of February, 1904, and was addressed to one of the shareholders and 
signed by the secretary of the company, and ran: ‘‘ Dear Sir,—I enclose 
cheque, value ‘so-and-so,’ being in payment of fifteen shillings and three- 
pence per share on account and in reduction of share capital held by you 
in this company in accordance with the resolution passed at the annual 
meeting of the company and held on the 25th inst.,” &. On the 6th 
of September, 1905, a special resolution was in accordance 
with the provisions of the Companies Act, 1880, s. 3. On the first 
part of that resolution, providing for the return of 7s. 6d. 
share out of the accumulated and undivided profits, no onaiiea 
arose. The second part of the resolution was as follows: ‘‘ That like 
returns heretofore made to each holder of ‘A’ or ‘ preferred’ shares in the 
company, amounting altogether to £3 14s. 1d. per share, be, and the same 
are, hereby confirmed.’’ And the third part ran: ‘‘ That the directors be 
and they are hereby authorized at any time, and from time to time here- 
after, out of accumulated undivided profits of the company to return to 
each holder of ‘A’ or ‘ preferred’ shares in the company such sum or 
sums as the directors may think fit in further reduction of the paid-up 
capital of the company, and to the intent that the unpaid capital of the 
company may be increased by a like amount.’’ With regard to parts 2 
and 3 of the resolution, their validity had to be determined, inasmuch 
as they attempted to confirm returns made in the past and to authorize 
returns to be made in the future. It all depended on the construction of 
sections 3, 4, and 5 of the Companies Act, 1880. That section 3 was not 
intended to enable a special resolution to be with prospective 
operation was shewn by the initial words of the section: ‘‘ When any com- 
pany has accumulated,” and was emphasized by the provision in section 5 
giving any shareholder a right to require the company to “ retain” 
within one month after the passing of the special resolution. That a 
retrospective effect was not intended was indicated by the reference 
to an “accumulated sum of undivided profits,”’ and also by the fact that 
the shareholders who passed the resolution would not necessarily be the 
same as those to whom the return had been made. In his opinion, there- 
fore, parts 2 and 3 of the special) resolution were invalid. Then 
the question arose as to whether the tenants for life of the estate were 
entitled to receive the amounts returned with which those two parts of the 
resolution purported to deal. He thought they were; the true rale to be 
inferred from the cases as between tenant for life and remainderman seemed 
to be that the tenant for life was entitled to all payments out of profits 
made by a company, unless such profits had been validly capitalized by 
the company: Bouch v. Sproule (36 W.R. 193, 12 A. C. 385) and Re Hopkins’ 
Trusts (22 W. R. 687, 18 Eq. 696). It being also clear that the testator’s 
will gave the tenants for life the income of the testator’s investments 
retained by the trustees, he would make the declaration asked for by the 
summons and order the sum therein mentioned to be treated as income of 
| the estate.—CounseL, F. Thompson ; J. Henderson ; J. 1. Stirling ; G. Lawrence. 
Sorticrrors, Feld, Roscoe, § Co. ; Crowders, Vizard, Oldham, ¢ Co. ; Solicitor 
| to the Treasury. 





[Reported by R, E. V. Bax, Barrister-at-Law. } 


| HENRY LEETHAM & SONS (LIM.) AND OTHERS ». JOHNSTONE- WHITE, 
Neville, J. 7th Dec. 


Restraint or Trapr—Covenant—PRincipa AND Svrsrprary Companres— 
REASONABLENESS—ARRA. 


Motion. This was a motion for an injunction to restrain the defendant, 
in breach of an agreement, from entering or continuing in the service 
| of a rival firm, and from entering the service of any wheat or corn 
miller or grain or flour miller within the area of Great Britain and 
Ireland. Sydney Leetham, the chairman of Henry Leetham & Sons 
(Limited), — as agent for the company and also for five other 
| companies ng on similar trades as corn, wheat or flour millers, 
in each of which he was a director, on the 18th of September, 
1905, entered into an agreement on behalf of all the said companies 
with the defendant. In this agreement the named plaintiff company 
was called the Be company, and the other five plaintiff com- 

jes were called the su companies. By this agreement the said 

ydney Leetham, therein called ‘‘ the master,”’ en the defendant, 
therein called ‘* the servant,’’ to serve the company or one 
of the subsidiary companies in such capacity or sphere as the master should 
from time to time appoint, and the servant agreed to serve the pal 
company or one of the subsidiary companies in such capacities at a salary 
of £208 perannum. The contract was terminable at one month's notice 
on either side. Clause 4 was as follows: “The servant here 
with the master that he will not within the area of the United 
of Great Britain -_ — —— — of any other wheat or corn 
miller, or n or flour factor, or flour-m engineer, or either directly 
or indirectly ¢ in selling or dealing offals, 


flour or other 
articles or goods dealt in or manufactured by the - sub- 
sidiary companies within five years from the : + 
or either, o 


ment — o — = any, bf og. su 
companies 0 consen " 
+ conditions contained in the 


Clause 7 pro 





vided that all restrictions 
agreement expressed to be made with the master should have effect and be 
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construed as if they were made in separate agreements entered into by the 
servant with the principal company and each of the subsidiary companies, 
and might be put in force by any one of those companies in whose actual 
service the servant had been at any time during the continuance of the 
agreement. In December, 1905, one of the subsidiary companies, for 
whom the defendant was then travelling in Northumberland, Durham, and 
Yorkshire, by due notice determined his employment. In September, 1906, 
the plaintiffs discovered that the defendant had entered into the employ- 
ment of Marshalls (Limited), of the Victoria and Haven Roller Flour Mills, 
at Grimsby. The plaintiffs thereupon brought the present proceedings. 
It was agreed to treat the motion as the trial of the action. 

Nevitte, J., said that, on the construction of the agreement, he was 
bound to come to the conclusion that the restrictions imposed on the 
defendant were not contrary to the law as it now stood. It was clear that 
the business of the plaintiff companies was very extensive and that the 
United Kingdom did come within the area of their trading. Therefore 
clause 4 of the agreement could not be said to be unreasonable as being 
too wide for the protection of their trade. That being so it was not 
arbitrary and in restraint of trade, He must consequently, though reluc- 
tantly, grant the injunction with costs.—CovnseL, Bramwell Davis, K.C., 
and J. M. Gover ; Jenkins, K.C., and F. M. Preston. Soxtcrrors, Griffith § 
Gardiner, for R. Newhald Kay, York ; North, Kirk, § Co., Liverpool. 

Reported by R. E. V. Bax, Barrister-at-Law 


High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
REX r. JUSTICES OF CARMARTHENSHIRE. Lr parte WILLIAM JOHN. 
Div. Court. 11th Dec. 


Justicrs—Summons—Personat Compiarst Larp Acatnst DEFENDANT BY 
CompLaInant—Jvstices on Evipence Brxp Over CompLarNnant aS WELL 
As DerenpANT—ArpLiIcATION BY COMPLAINANT FOR Writ oF CERTIORARI 
ON THE GRovuND THAT OrpER AGatnst Him was Mape Wrrnovt Jvris- 
DICTION, 


Counsel moved ez parte for a writ of certiorari to bring up for the purpose 
of being quashed an order of the Llanelly justices directing the 
applicant for the writ, William John, a rate collector, to enter into 
recognizances and be of good behaviour. John had lodged a personal 
complaint before the justices against Evan Williams alleging that he went 
in bodily fear of him, and the justices made an order binding over Williams 
to be of good behaviour, and they also made a similar order against the com- 
plainant. The order against the complainant set forth that he had unlawfully 
used threats towards defendant which were calculated to provoke a breach 
of the peace, but omitted the essential words, that the defendant went in 
bodily fear. It was contended that this order was made by the justices 
without jurisdiction as no formal charge had been preferred aganist 
him. If a summons had been taken out by the defendant against the 
complainant the latter could have called evidence to rebut it. Moreover, 
the order objected to omitted, it was suggested purposely, words to the 
effect that William John, who was ordered thereby to find recognisances, 
had cansed the defendant to go in bodily fear. There was a dictum of Lord 
Coleridge in Phillips v. Justices of Gateshead (L. T. July 19, 1879), and 
rererred to in Haslach vy. Shaw (the Times of Dec. 8, 1882), both noted in 
Stone, that bodily fear must be averred by the complainant to support a 
prosecution. 

Darwine, J., said if they had not been bound he did not think that the 
court would have felt inclined to grant a rule. The magistrates had 








heard the case and made the order against the complainant. But some 
preliminaries about taking out a summons had not been fulfilled, and on 
that ground the complainant was entitled to a rule nisi for a writ of 
certiorars. 

Buexnit1, J., concurred. Order accordingly.—Covunset, FE. Grimwood 
Mears. So.tcrrors, Speechly, Mumford, § Craig, for J. Lewis Phillips, 
Llanelly. 


[Reported by Easxixe Rein, Barrister-at-Law 


COOPER ‘SURVEYOR OF TAXES) +. REV. D. Y. BARKISTON. 
lith Dec 


J 


9 U- 


Bray 


Revexnce—Income Tax—Isctumpent or Benevice—Easter Orrerincs— 
Income Tax Aars, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), s. 2, Scnepvte E; ann 1853 
(16 & 17 Vict. c. 34), s. 146, Scuepvre E, gr. 1, 4. 


This was a special case stated by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
at the instance of the Crown for the purpose of having the question 
decided whether clergymen were liable to be assessed to income tax 
under Schedule E in respect of the voluntary gifts made to them, 
and popularly known as Easter offerings. The surveyor of taxes 
had assessed to income tax £56 received by the Rev. D. Y. Barkiston, 
vicar of East Grinstead, as an Easter offering. The amount was 
the result of a collection in church, supplemented by subscriptions from 
members of the church not present, and Nonconformists with whom 
the vicar was said to be popular. It was intended that the gift should be 
@ freewill offering for the vicar's private use. On behalf of the surveyor 
of taxes reliance was placed on the fact that a clergyman need not apply 
for this gift, if his income was adequate to his requirements, but if he hid 
so it was by way of increase of income. These Easter offerings were given 
only to clergymen, and therefore were profits accruing by virtue of their 





Buay, J., in giving judgment, said the Crown had failed to satisfy him 





taat the money which the respondent had received had accrued to bim by 
reason Of his office. There had been several cases upon this point and he 
had first to decide the principle laid down by those authorities. Herbert 
v. McQuade (1902, 2 K. B. 631) decided that a grant to a clergyman from 
the Queen Victoria Clergy Sustentation Fund was a “‘ perquisites or profits 
accruing by reason of his office.’’ In that case, Collins, M.R., said: “Tf, 
as the respondent contended, it was in fact a gift personal to himself, 
I do not think it was a gift within Schedule E; if, on the other hand, it 
accrued to him by virtue of his office of incumbent, the respondent himself 
could hardly dispute his liability.’’ Discussing the nature of the pay. 
ments in that case, Collins, M.R., said: ‘‘ Are they designed to be pits 
to persons who happen to be poor whilst they are in occupation 
of benefices which are also poor, or are they primary intended to 
augment the allotted stipends attached to particular benefices without 
special personal reference to the incumbent for the time being.’? The same 
principle as to the true test of liability was laid down by Collins, M.R., in 
Poynting v. Faulkner (21 Times L. R. 428). The learned judge then 
referred to the facts set out in the special case and to the bishop’s letter 

rinted in the parish magazine, in which the passage occurred, ‘‘ it becomes 
both the duty and the privilege of the laity to do what they can to rec 
or mitigate hardships [of the clergy who possess little or no private means 
by freewill personal gifts.’’ The words were “ to mitigate hardships,” not 
“to increase incomes.’’ Turton v. Cooper (22 Q. B. D. 150) shewed that the 
fact of collection in church did not affect the case. He came to the con- 
clusion that there was nothing to justify him in holding that these moneys 
were assessable, and the appeal of the Crown must therefore be dismissed 
with costs. Judgment for the defendant.—Counsg., Sir W. 8. Robson, 8.G., 
and W. Finlay ; Danckwerts, K.C., and Austen-Cartmell. Souicrrors, The 
Solicitor to Inland Revenue ; Hare § Co. 

[Reported by Easxine Rep, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


Re W. 8. JEROME, A SOLICITOR. Kekewich, J. 5th Dec. 


Costs—Taxation—Soxiciror AND Soxicriron-MortGaGEE—AGREEMENT TO 
Suarez Costs—Morrcacor Nor Arrectep By—MorrcGacess’ Lecat Costs 
Act, 1895 (58 & 59 Vic. c. 25, s. 2). 


This was a summons to review taxation of a solicitor’s costs. It appeared 
that the applicant, a widow, was entitled in reversion on the death of a lad 
aged seventy years to one half of £7,084 India 3} per cent. Stock. Onthe 13 
of December, 1905, the applicant approached the respondent, a solicitor, 
for the purpose of getting him to negotiate for her an advance of £250 by 
way of mortgage on her reversionary interest. On the 15th of December, 
1905, the respondent wrote a letter to another solicitor, a former partner 
of the respondent’s (hereinafter called the mortgagee) asking him if he 
would advance the sum of £250 tothe applicant. The letter went on 
‘* Asto costs, this has not yet been fixed, and as the title is very simple and 
clear I do not think I shall get more than twelve guineas, and disburse- 
ments, and I am quite willing you should have one half of the costs—namely, 
six guineas.’’ In answer to this the mortgagee called on the respondent 
and intimated to him his willingness to lend the money, and the respon- 
dent was to act for him as his solicitor in the matter. The mortgage was 
completed on the 22nd of December, 1905, the respondent retaining the 
sum of £23 17s. 10d. for his costs out of the £250. This deduction for 
costs was shewn by a statement of accounts which was signed by the 
applicant’s then solicitors, the applicant also being present at the time, 
On the 19th of January, 1906, the applicant’s present solicitors wrote to the 
respondent asking for a detailed bill of costs. In replying to this application 
the respondent, on the 29th of January, 1906, supplied a bill of costs amount- 
ing to £29 19s. 4d., leaving £6 1s. 6d. due after deducting the £23 17s. 10d. 
On the 22nd of March, 1906, during the taxation of the said bill of costs, 
the applicant’s solicitors obtained possession of the letter of the 15th of 
December, 1905, from the respondent to the mortgagee. This was the 
first intimation the applicant or her solicitors had had of the existence of 
such a letter or arrangement between the respondent and the mortgagee. 
Accordingly the applicant made further objections to the taxation of the 
respondent’s bill of costs on the ground that, — regard to the 
arrangement contained in the said letter of the 15th of December, 1905, 
she was not liable to pay more than one half of the taxed costs of the 
respondent, or in the alternative that the amount of the bill should be 
reduced by the sum of £6 6s., or whatever sum the respondent paid or became 
liable to pay to the mo in pursuance of the arrangement contained 
in the said letter. The master, in his answer, disallowed this objection on 
the ground that the mortgagee was a solicitor to whom a mortgage was 
made, and that the letter of the 15th of December, 1905, made the respondent 
and the mortgagee a firm within the meaning of section 2 of the Mort gagees’ 
Legal Costs Act, 1895, and the division of the profits of a transaction 
between the members of a firm of solicitors one of whom is the mortgagee 
does not, since the Act of 1895, affect the ye Tbereupon the 
applicant issued this summons asking that the further objections might 
be allowed. For the applicant it was urged that the letter of the 15th of 
December, 1905, did not constitute the respondent and the mortgagee a 
firm. A partnership could be created for the carrying out of one transac- 
tion, but a firm could not. It was further urged that the object of the 
Act of 1895 was to enable a solicitor-mortgagee to charge costs. It did 
not apply to this case. Here the respondent was the solicitor and the 
mortgagee was simply a mortgagee. e mortgagor did not employ the 


on or For the respond ent it was contended that the Act of 1895 had 
g It really turned on the interpretation of the 
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letter of the 15th of December, 1905, and that was simply a conditional 
promise by the respondent to hand over part of his costs to the a 
Kexewicn, J., in giving judgment, said that this is what is called a 
third party taxation. The mortgagee, who happened to be a solicitor, 
agreed to advance a certain sum of money to the applicant, and in order 
to carry through the transaction he employed the respondent as his 
solicitor. It so happened that the respondent had been employed by the 
applicant to find a lender, and, to some extent at any rate, he was also her 
solicitor. On the completion of the transaction a sum was deducted for 
costs. The applicant was not content with that, and required the delivery 
of a bill, which she was entitled to have. That bill was delivered and is 
now being taxed. That bill, as between the respondent and the mort- 
e, has been settled, or at any rate there is no contest between them ; 
but the applicant is entitled to have it taxed as the party liable to pay. 
The mortgagee is entitled to be indemnified against all costs, and if the 
transaction bad not yet been completed the ordinary course would have 
been to deduct them from the amount of the advance, as it is admitted 
that of course he is entitled to have those costs paid to him hereafter, but 
the applicant is entitled to say that she would only pay the proper coste ; 
that it is an indemnity against proper costs. The mortgagee is entitled to 
an indemnity against all proper costs incurred to his solicitor, and 
though nominally the applicant is taxing the solicitor’s costs, she really is 
ascertaining whether the mortgagee has paid what are the proper costs. 
They have been taxed with the costs of taxation at a certain 
amount, and the applicant says that six guineas must be deducted from 
that amount, not because the respondent has already been paid that sums 
but because he has paid it over tothe mortgagee. There is nothing wrong 
in that. He has agreed to give ud six guineas of his costs to somebody. 
It so happens that that somebody is a solicitor and also the lender, and he 
has agreed to do it, it must be supposed, for some consideration which does 
not appear, but he has agreed to doit. The mo is liable to pay 
the respondent the full bill of costs, and he is none the less liable because 
six guineas will come into his hands out of that bill when taxed. The 
mortgagee’s agreement with the respondent is to pay the whole of the 
bill, the respondent giving him six guineas out of it. It is impossible to 
follow what the master says about the mortgagee and the respondent 
being a firm. On this third party taxation all that the applicant is entitled 
to do is to tax the bill, find out what the respondent’s costs were against the 
mortgagee, and find out if that is affected by the agreement that out of 
the total costs the respondent was to pay the mortgagee six guineas. The 
application must be dismissed with costs.—CounseL, Jessel, K.C., and 
Martelli; P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and Rowlands. Soutcrrors, Grover, 
Humphreys, § Co.; W.S. Jerome. 
[Reported by P. Jonsx Botanp, Barrister-at-Law.] 








Societies. 


Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee: 

Members.—The society now consists of 409 members. The number of 
barristers and others, not being members, who subscribe to the library is 
sixty-five. During the past year five new members have been elected — 
viz., Messrs. W. H. T. Brown, E. W, Bullen, C. H. Hilton, W. H. 
Reinhardt and J. Roberts. During the same period five members, in 
addition to the deceased members, have ceased to belong to the society. 

Legal Education.—During last session 614 lectures and classes were 
delivered and held under the auspices of the Liverpool Board of 
Legal Studies and the Faculty of Law of Liverpool University. In 
addition to the subjects prescribed for the law degree at the university, 
a complete course of study was provided for articled clerks reading for the 
Intermediate and Final Examinations of the Law Society, including 
elementary and advanced courses of lectures and classes on conveyancing, 
real property, personal property, contracts, torts, bailments, companies, 
evidence and procedure, admiralty, equity, trusts, administration and 
mortgages, and Stephen’s Commentaries. The number of class entries 
for the whole of the session was 623, as against 508 in the previous year, 
and 389 in 1903-4. The board have during the present session issued a 
syilabus of special lectures providing a course of study of law for articled 
clerks who have passed the Intermediate Examination but who are not 
taking a law degree at the university. The board desire to induce every 
articled clerk in Liverpool as soon as he has passed his Intermediate 
Examination to enter upon the complete and connected course of study 
prescribed by and indicated in such syllabus, which is arranged to extend 
over a period of two years, during which the whole of the subjects for the 
Final Examination of the Law Society will be dealt with by competent 
and experienced teachers, It too often happens that an articled clerk 
leaves any serious study for his Final Examination until late in his term of 
articles, and the committee hope that the course which has been arranged 
will be taken advantage of to the utmost, as the systematic study of the 
theory and practice of the law so necessary for thorough knowledge cannot 
be compensated for by work, however arduous, compressed into a few 
months The Council of the Law Society last year increased their grant 
to the Liverpool Board of Legal Studies from £250 to £350. The thanks 
of the profession in Liverpool are due to the Council for the practical 
support which ‘they have given. The Board of Legal Studies has now 


been incorporated under section 23 of the Companies Act, 1867. 

Fees for Afidavits,—The attention of the committee has been called to 
the practice of commissioners for oaths charging only 1s. for swearing 
county court affidavits. The committee desire to point out that the proper 


fee is 1s. 6d., and having regard to the decision referred to in the book 
issued by the Law Society on Practice and U: in the Solicitors’ Pro- 
fession, p. 81, suspending a commissioner for six months for habitually 
accepting a fee of 1s., it is important that, in the absence of any 
authority to the contrary, the proper fee should in all cases be required. 
In the Court of Passage only 1s. is allowed for swearing an affidavit.grhere 
the amount claimed in the action is under £50, and when such fee is 
tendered the commissioner, to protect himself, should inquire whether 
~~ action is foran amount which would justify the acceptance of such 
a tee. 

Solicitors and Accountants.—In May last a memorial, signed by repre- 
sentative members of the profession in Liverpool, was ad to 
the committee, inquiring whether in their opinion there was 
any reason why solicitors should not act in the following capaci- 
ties: Trustees in bankruptcy and receivers ; liquidators of companies ; 
trustees under deeds of assignment and for payment of a composition ; 
auctioneers of land. The committee carefully considered the matter and, 
after communicating with the Law Society, passed a resolution to the 
effect that they saw no reason why solicitors should not undertake the 
duties appertaining to any of the above offices. A circular letter to this 
effect was sent to all the members of the society. 

Solicitors’ Bills of Costs.—The committee have been requested to give an 
official expression of opinion as to the desirability of bills of costs rendered 
by solicitors direct to clients for non-lii work, except where rendered 
to trustees, being framed like those in other professions, for services 
rendered between stated dates at a total figure plus disbursements with a 
note that details will be furnished if desired. The committee are glad to 
find that this method of rendering bills of cost is becoming more and more 
general, and they are of opinion that the practice should be adopted by 
every solicitor wherever possible, believing, as they do, that it is more 
acceptable to clients. 

Registration of Mortgages on Real and Leasehold Property.—In December 
last the opinion of the committee was invited by the Liverpool Chamber of 
Commerce whether it was desirable in the interests of the commercial 
community that all ae or mortgages given on real and leasehold 
property should be compulsorily registered, and that the register of such 
charges and mortgages should be open for inspection at any time by any 
person on payment of a nominal fee, and further, whether such - 
tion should be enforced irrespective of whether the title to the propert 
charged was or was not itself registered. The committee resolved that it 
was not desirable in the interests of the commercial community that such 
a system should be made compulsory, and a copy of the resolution was 
forwarded tc the Chamber of Commerce. 

Land Transfer.—On the occasion of the General Election in January last, 
the committee took the opportunity of communicating with the Parlia- 
mentary candidates for Liverpool district, stating shortly the objections 
to the principle of compulsory registration of title. Replies were received 
from several candidates who subsequently became members of Parliament, 
promising to oppose 7 movement for the extension of the compulsory 
provisions of the Land Transfer Act of 1897, without Caany 
as to the working of the Act in the county of on. The 
Council of the Law Society have been assured that there is a 
large number of members of the House of Commons favourable to 
a reconsideration of the compulsory clauses of the Act of 1897. . Two 
cases decided during the year have proved that registration does not 
prevent fraud—although it may tend to facilitate it—whilst the supposed 
| protection of the insurance fund is not to be relied upon. The cases 
referred to are Marshall v. Robertson (50 Sotscrrors’ Jovexat, p. 75) and 
Attorney-General v. Odell (22 T. L. R., p. 466). A short note of these cases 
will be found in Appendix A. Ina third case one of the conve 
counsel to the court has declined to accept an absolute title without 
investigation: Re Clark (Deceased) (54 W. R., p. 385). 

County Courts.—The committee that no time has been found this 
Session for the introduction of a Bill which would carry out the improve- 
ments sought to be obtained by the Bills which were before Parliament in 
the Session of 1905. They hope that the Government will introduce 
County Court Bill next year, and the Attorney-General has already 
promised that the matter shall receive the consideneiien of the Govern- 
ment. In any such Bill a re should be included of the reference to 
section 116 of the Act of 1888 in section 3 of the County Court Act, 1903. 

County Court Powndage Fees.—The attention of the committee was called 
to two points upon which the practice of the county court differs from 
that of the High Court to the detriment of a judgment creditor—n > 
with regard to (1) the fees upon issuing execution, and (2) 

ossession fees payable to the high bailiff where several warrants are 
evied at the same time against same person. The committee were 
of opinion that with a view to bringing the coun 
into line with that of the High Court a no fee only should be 
charged in cases where no levy is made or the levy is unsuccessful ; and 
further, that where execution is levied under several warrants and goods 
are seized to satisfy them all only one fee should be payable to the —_ 
bailiff. A representation was therefore made to the County Court R 
Committee, and the secre to the Lord Chancellor has informed the 
——_— that the matter will be —- at the —_ ~ . 
trict Registries —In the re it ere is a 

representations which were ean oe the Lord ‘Chancellor asking him 

e into consideration the desirablity of power being accorded to 
district registrars of Liverpool and Manchester to exercise wholly or 
part the powers of Master in Lunacy in reference to the 
and administration of the estates of lunatics within the 
diction of the Li and Manchester District 
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Mr. Arnold Cleaver had an interview with the Lord Chancellor's secretary 
on the subject in March last, and, at his request, he was supplied with a 
memorandum shewing how far the powers of the Master in Lunacy could 
be effectively exercised in the Liverpool and Manchester registries. These 
owers could only be conferred on the district registrars by an Act of 
Destinment. The further question of extended powers being granted to the 
district registrars to deal with the interlocutory proceedings in probate 
actions was also raised, and a deputation waited upon the President of the 
Probate Division in order to obtain an expression of his views, and pointed 
out that effect could be given to this suggestion by an alteration in the 
rules. The President stated that he knew no reason why the suggestion 
should not be carried out, and the committee have approached the Lord 
Chancellor on the subject. It is to be regretted that owing to pressure of 
work the Lord Chancellor has not been able to deal with these two 
questions this Session, but the committee will keep them before his lord- 
ip ia the hope that they may be found next Session to deal with them. 

Conveyancing Bills.—Three Bills, prepared on the instructions of the 
Council of the Law Society, entitled the Conveyancing Bill, Settled Land 
Bill, and Married Women’s Property Bill respectively, have been intro- 
duced into Parliament this Session. Whilst the Bills do not involve any 
new principle as a whole, they are extremely important, as they are 
designed to settle and set at rest defects and doubts which have 
been disclosed in the working of the Acts above referred to, and 
the committee hope they will be soon passed into law, The Bills have 

through all the stages in the House of Lords, and have been read a 
first time in the House of Commons. 

Public T:ustee Bill.—This Bill was again introduced into the House of 
Lords, and was in form almost identical with the Bill of last Session as 
amended by the Standing Committee on Law. The Lord Chancellor in 
moving the second reading stated that the object of the Bill was to safe- 
guard estates especially among the poorer classes, by the establishment of 
a public trustee with special facilities for the administration of small 
estates. In other trusts the Lord Chancellor stated that the public 
trustee might be appointed as custodian trustee. The committee believe 
that a Bill of this nature, even if confined to small estates, is unnecessary. 


It is also objectionable and mischievous, because it seeks to introduce | 


officialism into a department of life which has hitherto been left to the 
individual, and would result in making the administration of trusts more 
expensive, cumbersome, and inelastic. The Select Committee of the 
House of Commons appointed in 1895 to consider the whole subject, 
reported against the principle of suchascheme. The committee after care- 
fully considering what action should be taken on the second reading in the 
House of Commons, came to the conclusion that it would be futile to 
attempt to obtain the rejection of the Bill, having regard to the fact that 
it had been starred as a Government measure. They have, therefore, 
directed their attention to the details of the Bill and have suggested a 


number of amendments, which they believe will, if carried, improve the | 


Bill and make it more workable. A great difference of opinion exists in 
the profession as to the desirability of including in this Bill provisions for 
a@ compulsory or other audit of trustees’ accounts. 
raised on the consideration of the Bill in Committee of the House of 
Commons. Other provisions which will also be discussed, and which have 
the support of the profession, provide for the cheapening of charging 
orders, distringas, and stop order procedure. The Council of the Law 
Society and the Associated Provincial Law Societies are promoting or 
supporting amendments framed with the object of improving the Bill, and 
the committee will act in co-operation with both these bodies during the 
remaining stages of the Bill. The Bill was read a second time in the 
the House of Commons on the 15th of June, and its further consideration 
adjourned to the autumn sitting. 





Sclicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held on the 12th inst. at the Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, Mr. 
J. Roger B. Gregory in the chair. The other directors present were Sir 
George Lewis, Bart., Sir John Hollams, and Messrs. W. C. Blandy 
(Reading), A. Davenport, Walter Dowson, Charles Goddard, Samuel 
Harris ([+icester), L. W. North Hickley, W. G. King, C. G. May, R. S. 
Taylor, Maurice A. Tweedie, and J. T. Scott (secretary). A sum of £800 
was distributed in grants of relief, thirteen new members were adimitted to 
the association, and other general business was transacted. 





United Law Society. 


Dec. 10.—Mr. George C. Peevor in the chair.—Mr. Ralph Wood was 
elected a member of the society. Mr. Neville Tebbutt moved, and Mr. 
Ball opposed, the following resolution: ‘‘ That the case of Re Nishet and 
Pott’s Contract (1906, 1 Ch. 386) was wrongly decided.”” The motion was 
lost by eight votes to two. 








The Christmas Vacation paper is not yet issued, but it is stated that 
Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane will be the Uhristmas Vacation judge from 
Saturday, the 22nd, to Monday, the 31st inst., inclusive; while Mr. Justice 
Sutton will be the judge from Tnesday, the Ist of January, to Thursday 
the 10th of January, inclusive. There will be no sittings in court during 
the vacation, but Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane will attend at King’s Bench 
Judges’ Chambers to hear summonses 2nd urgent applications on Friday 
the 28th inst., and Mr. Justice Sutton will sit there on Friday, the 4th of 
January, : 


This question will be | 


as 


Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
HONOURS EXAMINATION.—NOVEMBER, 1906. 


At the examination for honours of candidates for admission on the roll of 
solicitors of the Supreme Court, the Examination Committee recommended 
the following as being entitled to honorary distinction : 


Fiest Cuass. 
{In Order of Merit. ] 


Ernest Farrixoton, who served his clerkship with Mr. Robert Scholes, 
of Manchester. 

Giizert Leonarp Roney, who served his clerkship with Mr. Frederick 
Armitage, of the firm of Messrs. Armitage & Armitage, of London. 

Cxar_es Haroip Srvpson Sternenson, LL.B. (Vict.) and LL.B. (Liver. 
pool), who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles Harrison Lockett, of the 
firm of Messrs. Evans, Lockett, & Co., of Liverpool. 

Micnart Jonn McGanry, who served his clerkship with Mr. Albert 
Edward Dunn, M.P., of Exeter and London. 


Seconp Cuass. 
{In Alphabetical Order. ] 


Herbert George Bell, M.A. (Camb.), B.A. (Lond.), who served his clerk. 
ship with Mr. R. 8. Bond, of the firm of Messrs. Rutter, Veitch, & Bond, 
of London. 

Edward Geoffrey Hippisley Cox, who served his clerkship with Mr, 
Gordon Cox, of the firm of Messrs. Cox & Lafone, of London. 

Hugh Vernon Morris Davies, who served his clerkship with Mr. Edward 
Carleton Holmes, jun., of the firm of Messrs. Carleton Holmes, Son, & 
Fell; and the Hon. N. M. Siuclair, of the firm of Messrs. Gribble, Oddie, 
Sinclair, & Johnson, both of London. 

William Ebsworth, who served his clerkship with Mr. Robert Winder 
and Mr Thomas Hall Winder, both of Bolton. 

John Hall, who served his clerkship with Mr. John Henry Fletcher and 
| Mr. Frederick William Bromley, both of Ashton-under-Lyne. 

Leonard Stanistreet Holmes, LL.M. (Liverpool), who served his clerk. 
ship with Mr. Alexander Allan Miller, of the firm of Messrs. Miller & Son, 
| of Liverpool. 

Joseph David Jacobs, who served his clerkship with Mr. Thomas 
| Montague Richards and Mr. Henry Bishop Priest, both of London. 

| Lionel Clarke Margetts, who served his clerkship with Mr. Alan 
| Clarke Margetts, of Chatteris; and Mr. Frederick Thomas Dubois, of 
London. 

Frank Bertram Mayer, who served his clerkship with the late Mr. F.C, 
Mayer and Mr. John James Nelson, both of Burslem. 

Henry Sigismund Oppe, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with 
Messrs. Hollams, Sons, Coward, & Hawksley, of London. 

Anthony Frederick Ingham Pickford, B.A. (Dublin), who served his 
clerkship with Mr. W. Blews Robotham, of the firm of Messrs. Robotham 
& Co., of Derby. 

Stuart Richardson, LL B. (Lond.), who served his clerkship with Mr, 
Hely Owen, of the firm of Messrs Owen & Bailey, of Huddersfield. 

Hugh Edward Roberts, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
Robert Evans, of Ruthin and Wrexham ; and Messrs. Worthington Evans, 
Dauney, & Co., of London. 

Frederic Charles Squires, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry 
Charles Squires, of Cambridge. 

Ernest Louis Davis Zeffertt, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with 
Mr. Walter Lumley, of the firm of Messrs. Lumley & Lumley, of London, 


Tuirp Crass. 
[In Alphabetical Order. ] 


Leonard Ashley, who served his clerkship with Mr. William Samuel 
Davis, of Tenbury. 
William Bentley, who served his clerkship with Mr. Joseph Arnold 
Bentley, of the firm of Messrs. Carter, Atkinson, & Bentley, of Pontefract, 
Edwin Carse, who served his clerkship with Mr. William Webb, of 
Morpeth. 
Oswald Crook Evans, who served his clerkship with Mr. John Lawrence 
Whitaker, of Haslingden. 
Paul Victor Helms, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Romer Williams, of London. 
John Percival Medley, who served his clerkship with Mr. Sydney P. 
| Turnbull, of the firm of Messrs. Turnbull & Son, of Scarborough. 
William Richard Pumfrey, who served his clerkship with Messrs. He ry 
Pumfrey & Co., of London. 
Walter John Edwin Slarke, who served bis clerkship with Mr. Williaa 
Wilde, of the firm of Messrs. Burchell, Wilde. & Co., of London. 
Philip Randoll Elvin Smith, who served his clerkship with Mr, Robert 
Rogers Nelson and Mr. Joseph John Morgan, both of London. 
Robert Emery Taylor, B.A. (Camb.), who served his clerkship with Mr 
Arthur Wm. Stileman, of London. 
Francis Martin Tomkinson, who served his clerkship with Mr. R. A 
Pinsent, of the firm of Messrs. Pinsent & Co., of Seeioahens: nut 
Messrs. Field, Roscoe, & Co., of London. 


The Council of the Law Society have accordingly given class certifica'# 
























and awarded the following prizes of books : 
To Mr. Farrington—The Olement’s-inn Prize—value about £10; and fi¢ 
Daniel Reardon —value about twenty guineas. 
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Joho Mackrell Prize—value about £12. 

To Mr. Stephenson—The New-inn Prize—value five guineas. 

fo Mr. McGahey—The Law Society’s Prize—value five guineas. 

The Council have given class certificates to the candidates in the second 
god third classes. 


Ninety-nine candidates gave notice for the examination. 





Examinations at the Law Society in the Year 
1906. 
SPECIAL PRIZES OPEN TO ALL CANDIDATES. 
Scorr ScHo.axsalr. 


Harold Moreton Moss being, in the opinion of the Council, the candidate 
bestacquainted with the Theory, Principles, and Practice of Law, they have 
warded to him the scholarship founded by Mr. James Scott, of Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 
mir. Moss served his clerkship with Mr. Norns Alfred Ernest Way, of 
the firm of Messrs. Walker, Smith, & Way, of Chester; and Messrs, 
Chester, Broome, & Griffithes, of London ; and obtained the Clement’s-inn 
gd the Daniel Reardon Prizes at the Honours Examination held in 
January, 1996. 

Broperir Prize. 

James Victor Lister, being first in order of merit, and having shewn 
himself best acquainted with the Law of Real Property and the Practice of 
(onveyancing, passed a satisfactory examination, and attained honorary 
distinction, the Council have also awarded to him the prize, consisting of 
a gold medal, founded by Mr. Francis Broderip, of Lincoln’s-inn. 

. Lister served his articles of clerkship with Mr. Matthew Henry 
Jones, of the firm of Messrs. Matthew, Jones, & Rees, of Liverpool, and 
obtained third class Honours at the Honours Examination held in January, 
1906. 

Tue Ciason Prize. 

Charles Harold Simpson Stephenson, LL.B. Victoria, and LL.B. Liver- 

l, having shewn himself best acquainted with the Law and Practice of 
Boaity, otherwise passed a satisfactory examination, and attai.ed honorary 
distinction, the Council have awarded to him the prize founded by Mr. 
John Moxon Clabon, of Great George-street, Westminster. 

Mr. Stephenson served his clerkship with Mr. Charles Harrison Lockett, 
of the firm of Messrs. Evans, Lockett, & Co., of Liverpool, and obtained 
the New-inn Prize at the Honours Examination held in November, 1906. 


LOCAL PRIZES. 
Timpron Martin Prize ror Canpipates rRoM LIVERPOOL, 


Charles Harold Simpson Stephenson, LL.B. Victoria and LL.B. Liver- 
pool, from among the candidates from Liverpool, who served two-thirds 
of his period of service there, having passed the best examination, and 
attained honorary distinction, the Council have awarded to him the gold 
medal founded by Mr. Timpron Martin, of Liverpool. 

Mr. Stephenson served his articles of clerkship as stated above. 


Arkrinson Prize ror CANDIDATES FROM LIVERPOOL OR PrEsToN. 


James Victor Lister, from among the candidates from Liverpool or 
Preston, having shewn himself best acquainted with the Law of Real 
Property and the Practice of Conveyancing, otherwise passed a satisfactory 
tamination, and attained honorary distinction, the Council have awarded 
tohim the gold medal founded by Mr. Atkinson, of Liverpool. 

Mr. Lister served his articles of clerkship as before mentioned. 


BremincuaM Law Socriety’s Gorp Mepat. 
The examiners reported that there was no one qualified to take this 
prize. 


BraminouaM Law Socrery’s Bronze Mepat, 
The examiners reported that there was no one qualified to take this 
prize. 


Srernen Hees Prize ror CanpmwaTrs FROM MANCHESTER OR SAtrorp. 


Sydney Evershed Agate, from among the candidates from Manchester 
or Salford, having passed the best examination, and attained honorary 
distinction, the Council have awarded to him the gold medal founded in 
memory of the late Mr. Stephen Heelis, of Manchester. 

Mr. Agate served his clerkship with Mr. A. H. Worthington, of the 
firm of Messrs. Darbishire, Tatham, Worthington, & Co., of Manchester ; 
and Messrs. Cunliffes & Davenport, of London; and obtained the 
Clifford-inn Prize at the Honours mination held in January, 1906. 


Tur Metversn Prize. 


Horace Wilfrid Skinner, from among candidates who have been articled 
in the counties of Surrey or Sussex, or who are the sons of solicitors who 
have resided or practised in either of those counties, having shewn himself 
best acquainted with the Law of Real Property and the Practice of Con- 
veyancing, the Council have awarded him the, prize founded by the late 
Mr. Robert Edmund Mellersh, of Godalming. 

Mr. Skinner served his clerkship with Mr. Henry Cane, of the firm of 
Messrs. Colbatch ‘Clark & Cane, of Brighton; and Mr. Henry Ward, of 
the firm of Messrs. Rooks, Spiers, Wales, & Ward, of London, and 
obtained third class Honours at the Honours Examination held in March, 
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To Mr. Robey—The Clifford’s-inn Prize—value five guineas; and the 


Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srvupenrs’ Desatine Socrery.—Dec. 4.—Chairman, Mr. P. B. 
Henderson.--Mr. J, B. Matthews read a paper on ‘‘ The Married Woman 
as a Contracting Party.’’ A short discussion followed, at the end of 
which Mr. Matthews replied to any difficulties that had been raised. A 
vote of thanks to Mr. Matthews was unanimously carried. 

Dec. 11—Chairman, Mr. Hart.—The yo for debate was: ‘That fhe 
case of Worthing Corporation v. Heather (1906, 2 Ch. 532) was wrongly 
decided.’’ Mr. C. 8. Krauss opened in the affirmative, Mr. 
seconded in the affirmative; Mr. F. A. J. Morse opened in the negative, 
Mr. Ames seconded in the negative. The following members continued 
the debate: Messrs. Pleadwell, Richard, Hill, Dowding, and Adams. »The 
motion was carried by three votes. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Jonn Henry Crarke, solicitor, of Bristol, has been ap ted 
Registrar of the District Probate Court at Bristol, in the place of his late 
brother, Mr. William Hurle Clarke. 


Mr. Dvapave, K.C., has been elected Master of the Library of the 
Honourable Society of the Inner Temple for the ensuing year, in succession 
to Lord Eversley. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Water Ramspen and Norton Oarren, solicitors (Carter, Ramsden, & 
Carter), Leeds. . 1. The said Walter Ramsden and his son, 
Lawrence Hilton Ramsden, will practise as solicitors, under the style or 
firm of Ramsden & Son, at Commercial-chambers, 102, Albion-street, 
Leeds ; the said Norton Carter will practise as a solicitor alone, under 
the style of Norton Carter, at Yorkshire Post-buildings, 63, Albion- 
street, Leeds. [ Gazette, Dec. 7. 
Reernatp Storer CyHampertain, Epwarp Wi.u1aM Josnson, and 
Ricnaxp Vincent Joxnson, solicitors (Chamberlain & Johnson), Llandudno, 
Conway, and Llanrwst, Nov. 20. The said Reginald Storer Cham- 
berlain and Edward William Johnson will continue to carry on the business 
under the same style as heretofore. [ Gazette, Dec. 11. 


Information Required. 


Catrnerings Mavp Howertt (deceased).—Anyone who has any knowled 
of a Will having been made by Catherine Maud Howell, of Wandsworth, 
who died, unmarried, on the 21st of November, 1906, or who may have 
possession of such Will, is requested to kindly communicate at once with 
Messrs. Kimbers & Boatman, solicitors, 79, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 


General. 


The Criminal Appeal Bill has been withdrawn. 


The judges (Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrance and Mr. Justice Sutton) have 
fixed the following commission days for the winter assizes on the Northern 
Circuit : Appleby, Thursday, January 17; Carlisle, Saturday, January 19; 
Lancaster, Thursday, January 24; Manchester, Tuesday, January 29 ; 
Liverpool, Saturday, February 16. 

A case came before Bray, J , on Tuesday, for his decision whether or 
not barristers were bound to affix stamps t> their vouchers for fees 
received. Mr. Pickford, K.C., appearing tor the General Council of the 
Bar, argued that stamps should not be affixed to counsel’s vouchers. 
Counsel had not concluded his arguments when the court adjourned. 

A gentleman stopping at a hotel in St. Paul during the recent session 
of the Bar Association paleed a coloured porter with whom he was well 
acquainted, says the American Case and Comment, if the hotel was filled. 
The reply was, ‘‘ Yes, sah ; filled to the roof.” On asking if the guests 
were lawyers, the r replied, ‘‘ Yes, sah, mostly lawyers; those that 
are not lawyers are judges.”” 


was held on the 5th inst. at the Royal Courts of Justice, Mr. Muir 


Mackenzie (the chairman) Pacer L 
Heaton (president of the _—— and Midland Society of Chartered 
Accountants), represen the ingham Chamber of Gomanaten and 
the Birming’ Millers’ Association. 

Mr. Justice Bray had before him last week, says the Zimes, forty-one 
appeals under section 2 (2) of the Licensing Act, 1904, from the Com- 
missioners of Inland Revenue, which had been settled out of court and 

of assessment laid down by Mr. 
Justice Kenn in Bx parte 
Ashby’s Staines Brewery Co. (22 
of the settlements, in which were 
also the amount of costs payable under section 2 
authorities out of the compensation money, 
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A working committee has been formed to found ‘‘ The Secret Com- 
missions and Bribery Prevention League,”’ in view of the Prevention of 
Corruption Act, 1906, which comes into force on the Ist of January. The 
design of the league is that its operations shall be governed by a large 
council representative of all the principal occupations of the country and 
of chambers of commerce, trade associations, and the institutes of all 
amy op and administered by a committee of workable size selected 
rom the council. 


Amusing evidence was given, says the Evening Standard, at the Yarmouth 
County Court in what was described as the first ‘‘ earwig case ’’ (referred to 
elsewhere). A London gentleman took a house for a month at £10 per week. 
The house, he said, was infested with swarms of earwigs, which covered the 
supper table and invaded the beds. The defence was that the earwigs 
were driven into the house by a violent thunderstorm. Judge Wilmot 
said the presence of cockroaches, rats, aud other pests had been held to be 
justification for a house being thrown up, but earwigs were only a temporary 
visitation of nature, like a swarm of wasps or mosquitoes, for which the 
landlord was not responsible. The jury awarded the owner of the house 
a month’s rent. 


In the course of a case before Mr. Justice Neville (reported elsewhere), 
an application to restrain a breach of a service agreement, the learned 
judge is stated to have said that he was unable to come to the con- 
clusion that the terms of the agreement were contrary to the law as it 
stood to-day. He administered this branch of the law with the greatest 
reluctance. The increasing frequency of actions of this kind shewed the 
exceeding pressure which was placed on the working commercial popula- 
tion by the state of the law as it now stood. The modern doctrine was, 
unhappily, that in questions between employer and employed the interests 
of the employer alone were to be considered, and that no agreement was 
invalid, however oppressive and fatal it might be to the possibility of the 
employee earning his livelihood. He was there, however, he concluded, 
to administer the law as he found it, and must allow the injunction, 


The legal profession is, says the Evening Standard, particularly well 
represented in the present House of Commons; yet, if the word be taken 
of one who practises, the law just now is stagnating. Seeing what a wave 
of prosperity is now passing over the country, this may sound curious. 
So, too, sounds the explanation. If a farmer have a bountiful harvest he 
returns thanks to Providence; if he have a bad season he curses the 
Government, no matter what its politics. And the lawyer appears to be 
like the farmer, for he attributes the slackness of legal work to this Parlia- 
ment—or, rather, to the Labour and Socialistic element in it. Leaders of 
— enterprizes are afraid to launch out, he says, because they do not 

ow what the Labour members may bring about—what new regulations 
and restrictions, what fresh provisions as to compensation they may get 
introduced into Bills coming before the House, Probably he is in error, 
but such is this lawyer’s impression. 


The President’s simplified spelling has, says the Albany Law Journal, 
recently gone up against the Supreme Court of the United States. It 
happened while the case of Dalcour against the United States was under 
consideration. 
side and he was reading from a brief which was fairly studded with such 
words as ‘‘dropt’’ and ‘‘ fantasy’ and ‘‘ kist.’’ 
with a copy of the brief in hand, followed the reading gravely. He read 
“thru”? and “‘thruout’’ and ‘‘fantom”’ and “ fixt,’”? and not a single 
expression flitted across his face. 
quotation from a decision rendered some years ago by Justice Bradley. The 
simplified word that Mr. Hoyt met in his reading from this was “‘ thru.’’ 
Hardly was the word out of his mouth before the Chief Justice stopped him. 
‘Is this,”’ said the Chief Justice, in the tone of gentle, suave inquiry, 
which puts experienced counsel on guard, ‘‘ supposed to be a quotation 
from Justice Bradley’s official opinion?’’ Mr. Hoyt looked up, startled. 
“Yes, sir; in all except the spelling,’’ he blushingly replied. 
** Ah-h-h-h-h!”’ replied the Chief Justice, with a long rolling inflec- 
tion, inserting five ‘‘h’s’’ in a word that is supposed to have only one. 
‘* Hereafter,” said Mr. Hoyt, ‘‘ I will see to it that nothing of this kind 
occurs. While we follow the President’s order in preparing original 
briefs, I do not feel that we are justified in changing the orthography of 
judicial opinions, and I will see that it does not happen again.’’ 


In the House of Commons, on Monday, Mr. B. 8. Straus asked the 








A fresh list of : to the House of Lords has (says a writer in the 
Globe) been printed. Apart from the West Riding case, fourteen appeals 
now stand for hearing, twelve of which are from England and two from 


| Scotland. Among the cases which will engage the attention of the Law 


Lords within the next few days are Daily Express (Lim.) v. Nordheim 
Dakhyl v. Labouchere, both of which have stood in the printed list sings 
July. The Judicial Committee, unlike the House of Lords, is wholly free 
from arrears. Only one of the appeals which stood in its Jist at the 
beginning of the present sittings is unheard. It is only in the delivery of 
its judgments that the committee helps to maintain the ancient reputation 
of the law for dilatoriness. 


A practical joker in the Clerkenwell County Court, on the 6th inst., says 
the Daily Mail, silently and unobserved approached counsel’s robing-room 
while a number of barristers were within waiting for their cases. Quietly 
he turned the key and disappeared. When the barristers discovered what 
had happened, Judge Edge, who was summing up a case, was interrupted 
by loud thumpings on the door. The judge finished his remarks, and 
was then informed of the reason of the outbursts of indignation in the 
robing-room. He smilingly remarked: ‘‘This is a gross contempt of 
court. I will adjourn for luncheon.’’ But this did not satisfy the 
prisoners, for no key could be found to release them. Up till then counsel 
in the court had been highly amused at the discomfiture of their learned 
brothers, but they ceased smiling when they realized that their overcoats 
and hats were in the robing-room. They were hungry for luncheon, but 
they could not well roam about the streets of Islington in wig and gown. 
The prisoners were still waiting for liberty when Judge Edge returned, 
and his Honour, finding it impossible to proceed, sent for a locksmith, 
The latter was greeted with cheers by the barristers and solicitors in court. 
After half an hour’s work the locksmith found it impossible to open the 
door from that side, and he found it necessary to gain admission through 
a window. Then with a few blows the lock was knocked off, and the 
barristers were liberated after nearly two hours’ imprisonment. 

In a case before the Recorder, on Monday, says the Z\mes, counsel said 
that at the Bow-street police-court the defendant applied for legal aid 
under the provisions of the Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act, and a solicitor 
was assigned him, upon whose instructions he was now appearing. Since 
the committal for trial, the defendant had written to the Treasury inform- 
ing them that a firm of solicitors in the City had undertaken his defence, 
and requesting that all his papers might be handed over to that firm. 
He (the counsel) did not know whether the solicitor assigned to the 
defendant at Bow-street would be entitled to give up the papers without 
an order of the court. The defendant said that when he applied for legal 
aid under the Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act he was under the impression 
that if his application were granted he would be permitted to nominate his 
own solicitor. He subsequently ascertained that he was not permitted to 


| do so, and that was why he had felt obliged to go to a City firm thoroughly 


familiar with the kind of matters that had to be investigated. Of ccurse 
it was necessary for them to have all the papers connected with the defence. 


| What he would like would be to conduct his own defence, but to have a 


, counsel assigned him to advise on the legal points that might arise in the 
Solicitor-General Hoyt was presenting the Government's | 


inquiry. The Recorder said he could not make any such arrangement. 


| The fact was that the Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act was never intended to 


Chief Justice Fuller, | 


Presently the brief arrived at a long | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he was aware that, owing to the | 


knowledge of the stock markets that fresh issues of certain home trustee 
securities were likely to be shortly made, Canadian Three per Cent. Stock 
stood higher than some trustee stocks guaranteed by the British Govern- 
ment ; and whether he would take steps to prevent—anyhow, for some 
years—any new issues of trustee securities by the Government or munici- 


palities from ee trustee investments, and so improve the value of 
existing trustee stocks and better the credit of the country. The Chancellor 
of the hequer said: ‘‘I do not think that, in determining what stocks 


are to be and are not to be ‘ trustee’ securities, it would be legitimate to 
have regard to any considerations other than the merits of the stocks them- 
selves. In the cases referred to by my hon. friend, new issues, as a rule, 
rank peri paseu with existing issues, and there is, therefore, no ground for 
such discrimination as is suggested. I have no doubt that the fact that 
further issues of certain stocks which are guaranteed by the British 


Government are anticipated has a good deal to do with the present low 
range of prices of such stocks as compared not only with Canadian Three 
per Cents., but also as compared with Consols (in regard to which the 
difference is still more marked); but I cannot think that our credit would 
be enbanced by an arrangement implying that we no longer regarded our 
guarantee as of sufficient value to justify a trustee investing in a security 


which carries it.’’ 


apply to complicated financial cases of this sort. He thought that there 
would be no difficulty about the handing over of the papers, and, as far as 
possible, the expenses which had been already incurred by the solicitor 
assigned for the defence at the police court would be allowed. That 
solicitor had done all that it was his duty to do. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Reoistrars in ATTENDANCE OW 


Date Emerncency Aprgzau Courr Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
aoe Rota. No. 2. KEKEWICH. Buckuey. 
| Monday, Dee............17 Mr. Bloxam Mr. Borrer Mr. Pemberton Mr. W. Leach 
| Tuesday ......010:+-r0reek8 Farmer Beal Carrington Greswell 
| Wednesday  .....s.000 19 Beal Borrer Pemberton W. Leach 
TREAT coccccves-c00e 20 Borrer Beal Carrington Greswell 
Friday .... 21 Carrington Borrer Pemberton W. Leach 
Saturday ......-c:cereeeee 22 Pemberton Beal Carrington Greswell 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Joyor. Swinrew Eapy. Wasninoron. NEVILLE. 
Monday, Dec.......+.00 17 Mr. Theed Mr. Farmer Mr. King Mr. Church 
EEEENT . ceceseces. oxvovses Goldschmidt Bloxam Church King 
Theed ‘armer King Greswell 
Goldschmidt  Bloxam Church W. Leach 
Theed Farmer King Goldschmidt 
Goldschmidt Bloxam Church Theed 


=o 





The Christmas Vacation will commence on Monday, the 24th day of December, 1906, and 
terminate on Saturday, the 5th day of January, 1907, both days inclusive. 





Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Faivpay, Dec. 7, 
JOINT SBBCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep ty Cuaycery. 


Boxorroor, Linitep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 2!, to send in their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Maurice Jenks, 6, old 
Jewry, liquidator ‘ 

Barrisu Guiawa axp Generar Paospectixe Syxpicatz, Linirep - Creditors are rec uired , 
on or before Jan 21, to send names and addresses, and the particulars of thei 


debts or claims, to George Albert Victor Narraway, 35, Queen Victoria st, liquidator 
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Investment Assurance Co, Limirep - Petn for winding presented Dec 5, 
— to be heard at the Court House, Government buildings, Victoria st, Liverpool, 
Dec 21, at 10. Richardson & Co, Liverpool, solors for petaers. Notice of appearing 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Dec 20 
OJ Cottivorp & Soxs, Limitep— Petn for winding up, Dec 5, directed to be 
Dec 18. Rooke & Sons, 45, Liocoln’s inn fields, solors for petners. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than6 0 *clock in the — of Dee 17 
CagsanvonsaiRe Exvzctric Traction Syxpicate, Limrrep - Creditors are required, on or 
before Jan 7, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their fe debts or claims, 
to Frank Benjamin Faller, 18, St Helen’s pl. Baines fe & Co, solors for liquidator 
Eipers & Fyrres (8utpprvc), Limrrep (1s Voucrnrary Ligcroariox)—Creditors are 
required, on or before Jan 31, to send their names and ad the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to George Newman Worters, 9, Bow st, liquidator 
Nova Scotia Couiizniss, Linrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 20, directed to 
be heard Dec 18. Bennett & Ferris, Coleman st, solors for petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 0 clock in the afternoon of Dec 17 
Rusupex Steam Lavsvry Co, Liwtrep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 31, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
Henry Carter, 1, Queen st, Cheapside, liquidator 
§aIPOWNERS AND "MeRcHANTs Acenxcy, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 5, 
directed to be heard Dec 18. Collyer-Bristow & Co, Bedford row, solors for petner. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 olock in the after- 
noon of Dec 17 
syant & Paaker, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 1, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Walter Gibson Hill, 
9, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham. Hooper & Ryland, Birmingha®, eolors for liquidator 


London Gazette.—Tourspay, Dec. 11, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep 1m CHANOERY. 


Eorpt1An Contract Co, Limirep —Creditors are required, on or before Jan 18, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alexander 
George Parker, 2, Coleman st, li juidator 

NewcasTLe AND Disrrict Bit Postixe AND ADVERTISING Co, Limtrep - Creditors are 
required, on or before Dec 18, to send their names , with aaolieaee a of 
their debts or claims, to James John Gillespie, jun, 40, Westgate rd, Newcastle upon 
Tyne, liquidator 

Poxsaus Exvxectrero Taaction Co, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 8, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank 
Benjamin Fuller, 13, St Helen's pl. Paines & Co, solors for liquidator 

Taytor Baoruers, Limrrep (is LiquipaTion)— Creditors and all persons having claims 
against the company are required, on or before Jan 15, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to White & Leonard, Bank bldge, Ludgate | 
circus, liquidators 

Vewta Syypicate, Limitep - Creditors are rejuired, on or before Jan 18, to send their 
names and d addresses, and the particulars of their debts or c'aims, to Alexander George 
Parker, 2, Coleman st, liquidator 








Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gaseute,—Turspay, Nov. 27. 
Bew.ey, Jouy, tore, Licensed Victualler Dec 27 Bewley v Veevers, Registrar, 
Liverpool K i, ——— 
ame, | Grorce Henry, Brooklands, Chester, Bank nage Dec 24 Edminson v 
Lomas, Registrar, Man-hester Dunderdale, Mancheste 


London Gaszette.—Frivay, Nov. 2. 
Souraren, Cuartorre, Dipton, Durham Dec 24 Southren v Southren, Registear, 
Durham Aynsley, Consett 
London Gasette.—Turspay, Dec. 4. 


Maciteay, James Macxenziz, Nevern sq, Earl’s Court Jan 4 Maclean v Maclean, 
Parker, J Dods, John st, Bedford row 
Rezp, Lew) ARD Janes, White Horse In, South Norwood, Builder Jan1 “Heffer & Co v 
Reed, Warrington, J Ingle, Broad st House 
WRearsatt, AgrHur CLew.ey, Buckingham st, Strand, Dairyman Dec 31 Edwards, 
Creameries (Lim) v Rimell, aS March, Church ct, Old Jewry 


Under 22 & 23 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Ciarm. 
London Gasetie.—Turspay, Dec 4 
Avpersox, Witt1am Henry, Sunderland, Hosiery Manufacturer Dec 14 Nesbit’, 
Sunderland 
Autex, Witu14M Joun, Sheffield, Wine Merchant Jan18 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 
Baxtina, Rev Witiiam Bickuam, Bletchley, Bucks Jan? Banting, Chancery la 
BargginctTox, WILLIAM Levenshuime, Dec 29 Scholes, Mancheste 
Beavcaamr, "FRANCES Batoer, Hurst, Berks Dec28 Beauchamp & Gallaher, Worcester 
Baou.ey, Mantua Jane, Rosendale, Malvern, Worcester Dec3i Bromley, Blomfield st 
Bromiey, CuaRa, Rosendale, Malvern, Worcester Deo 31 —_ > Blomfield st 
Buren, ‘Tuomas’ Epwaap, Leicester, Druggist Jani15 Storey, Leicester 
Cuaruan, STANFORD, Kew, Merchant Jan 11 Sladen & Wing, Delahay st, Westminster 
Coosay, Euma, Waterloo, nr Liverpool Jani4 Cornish & Gardaer, Liverpool 
Cnaster, Fiorexce Evita Carugaive, Clareadon rd, Putney Jan 3 Belfrsge & Co, 
John st, Bedford row 
Daves, Mary Ayu, Spilsby, Lincs Dec17 Ollard & Co, Wisbech 
Dovrawaite, Maarua Any, Ackworth, Yorks Jan12 Carter & Co, Pontefract 
Epuunps, Mires, Mountain Ash, Glam, Ironmonger Jan19 C & W Kenshole, Aberdare 
Erougs, CHARLES Anprews, Cloudesdale rd, Balham, House Agent Jan 4 Bat» & Co, 
Bedford row 
Eveniss, James, West Bromwich, Staffs Dec3i Caddick & ey West + - _eta 
Gasson, Gzorcs, Cowden, Kent, ‘Labourer Jan 1 Turner, East G 
GouLDING, Noag, Hillsborough, Sheffield Feb 1 Richardson, Semed 
—~ Cecitia Roserta Manearet, Matheson rd, Kensington West Jan7 Saniers, 
King William st 
Harars, SAmugL James, Halton Park, Lancs Jani1 Paice & oom, Clement's ina 
Hovxixson, Exiza, Harrogate Dee 15 Dawson & Wood, 
Horcaiys, TsaBELLa, Redland, Bristol Jan 15 Tiapnell, Bristo! 
Jackson, CHaries Wiitias, Congleton, Chester, Licensed Victualler Decl13 HL & WP 


Reade, Congleton 

Levert, Tuomas Cuagces, Kennington grove, Upper Kennington In Dec 24 Haslip, 
Martin’s 

Lixcoty, Joun Cranke, Thundersley, Essex, Farmer Dec 31 Woodard & Co, Southend 


on 

Lirriz, Mancaret, Worcester Deo 31 

Mitis, ‘Joseen, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler apy i Webster & Styring, Shettield 
Patuonrx, Covawtay Paoctoa Mi.wes, Beltinge, nr Herne Bay, Master Marioer Jan 3 


Oldfield & Co, Walbrook 
231 Clements & Co, Old Broad st 
Horsham 


Rare, Rev Joux, East Twickenham 

Ratusoay, Tuomas, Horsham Dec 8i Cotching, 

a pesnane Epwarp, Lime grove, Shepherd's Bush Jan 81 Pears & Co, 
Albemarle st 


Ricuagps, Exvizasera, Derby > J & WH Sale & Son, Derby 

Scovett, ALexanper, Shirley, Sou’ qe Jan 15 Paris & Co, Couthemebes 

Swanr, FagpEnicn, Parkstone, Dorset, Pottery Manufacturer Dec 31 Bea ft & Co, 

Sipwey, Jous, rd, New Cross Jan4 Lowes, Erlanger rd, New Cross 

Sura, Agrav: lagi, Farmer Jan 16 Prall & Co, Rochesvec 

SurrtH, Jou, neon, arwick, = ee R Dec 20 — & Sons, Birmingham 

Sopen, James, Southwold, Suffule Jan 1 Cooper, South ~ 

Spinuen, Wictiam Hurcurxsos, Royal Exchange bldga, Insurance Manag-sr Dec 31 
Dommett st 

Srucxey, Mary, Bournemouth Jan 14 Poole, South Petherton, Somerset . 

Tay.or, Henny, Kingston > Thames Jan1 Sherrard & Sons, = on Thames 

Tayvor, Ricuaap, H y, Leeds Jan1 Dawson & Cha xeds 

Wane, Manoanet, Heving Norfolk Jani Goodchild, 

Westiaxs, Aces, Fordi: .Hants Jan3i Howe & Rake, Ch ln 


Woonunap, TimoTay, Swinton, Lancs, Calico Printer Jan 1 'Bwire & Man- 
London Gasette.— F aipay, De. 7. 
Avozgn, James, Diss, Norfolk Jaa5 Lyus & ys, D 
Baooxe, Maacaget Cuanes, Harrow Dec 29 Lanseune & Co, Mancheste: 
Battery, + Boreas ore | aay Well, Dorset, Master Mariner Jan 7 Greenip 
eorge 


Mansion 
Banner, ARTaovR, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler Jan 19 Branson & Son, Sheffield 
Seas, Sea Henry, JP, Alveston, Glos Dec2i Crossman & Co, Thornbury, RSO, 


Bvuaxs, ayenene Moss Side, Manchsster Jan 14 Lawson & Op, and 

Capper, Jox, Almondbary, nr Hudderstield, Builder Jan 13 Haddereteld 

Coss, Sanau, th Febi Hughes & Sons, John peat row 

Couen, Lucy, Tunbridge Wells Dec3i Dawes & Sons, 

CoLiixes, JAMES, Carr, Bowdon, Chester Jani6 W: 

Curtis, Joux, Rhymney, Mon Jan 1 . ity 

pe Virat, Henry Desis. eee, a 31 Holt & Co, a 

Dox, AgtuuR GorsurTtT, Bto 

Doves, Rosa, Royal 

Eaansuaw, Joun, Birkby, 

Exas, Lvox, New Southgate Jan 

EsaincTon, ‘Josers Tuompson, Scar Jan4 Hick e 8 

— Maier Exizazeta, Northfieet, = Jan 5 r= ona ino tetas 
‘owLeR, Sypuey, Helix gdns, Brixton, jurveyor 31 itt ewry rs 

Garu, Sat Gowra ia "Jan 5 Maddison & Oa <a e Dev oe Rajehof f Parlakimed, P arlakimedi, 

, India Jan 

Gairrits, Rev Grirvita Wiii1am, Gaerwen, ast, Jan 12 Jones, Bangor 
Hargaisox, WiLLiaM Akers, Malshide, ren, 15 Atkinson & Dresser, Finsbury eq 

Haatey, Josern, eater, File Manufacturer Jan 10 Satton 

Hipick, Faayx Spences, Cheli 


Hitt, James, Keelby, pe Merchant Janis Wi! 
Jaocer, Sanau, Grimsby Jani8 Wilkin & Cha) Grimaby 
Jounson, WiitaM, Balham Park Butcher, Bouverie st, Fleet st 


31 
Jotiy, Samurt Arrgp, Acton JanS Redfern & Hunt, Abcharch la 
Kuuyxeart, Jonan Davin, Emmott st, Mile End Dec "27 Ramsden S Co, Leadenhall st 
Leaca, WALTER, Martock, Somerset Dec 31 Newman & Co, Yeovi 
LixpsgLL, Suanane Mavpe, Cardington Green, Beds Jan 10 Halliley & Morrison, 


McA.riy, ine dun, ew Sternh old pele ov, Streatham hill Dec 31 Jennings & Co, Leadenhall] st 
Masrens, James, Osmaston, Jan 18 Richardson, Burton on Trent 

Mier, Ricuarp, Arley, Waren Labourer Dec 22 Blakeway, Nuneaton 
Mircue.t, Juia, Sydney, N 8 "8 Wales Jan 19 Hands, London Wall 
Mow tp, Marcaret, Bolton le 
Onan, Jony, Cartmel, Lancs, 
Ona, Tuomas, Cartmel, Lancs, ¥ 
PEMBROKE AND Moxtuounsr, Rt Hon Geatraupe Fraxces, Countessof Jan2) Stow & 


in’s 
Pore, Haxxan, ‘Welmens, Somerset Jan10 Smith & Co, Sg eg 
Parovis, Euizaperu Danosiran, Puines 09, Bapewat Bayswater Jan 31 Sherborne In 
Resp, Cuaates, St Kilda Commercial Clerk’ Jan 19 East, 





Basinghali st 
Rounp, Cuances, Earley Rise, a Be Martin & Martin, Beading 
Rout, Rev — — , Tilehurst ,ur Reading Jan4 Routh & Co, Southamp- 
ton st, Blooms 
Sr Jous, Caro.ixs, Finchampstead ~~ Jan10 Meredith & Co, New ou _~ — s ian 
Caner, Samet, a ae | at, pee . Lambeth, Contractor Jan Barnard, 
Norton & Howe, 


estininster 
Summons Eravest Aurrep, Manchester, Wine Merchant Dec 31 
Manchester 


| Tarpgr, Joun, Edgware rd, Licensed Victualler Jan 12 as Blomfield st 
Tuoursox, Tuouas, W ~_ Durham, Bank Agent Jan 15 » & Thompson, 
ew u 
Vint, Sauvat, I por ae htord Jan 28 Weatherhead & Knowles, Bradford 
WALkzn, Evwakgp Josuva, Dresden ag AA 7 bo a Be Parrott, Lincoln's ina fields 
Was.ey, Emaxvet, Dudley, Worcester 29 Hooper & Fairbairn, Dudley 


London Gasette,—Tusavay, Dec. 11. 
foun, 6 Groner Joxgs, Amburst pk, Stemford hill, I tor Jan 22 Mann & Crimp, 
x st, Strand 


mie soomre I ee alse Mil J Essex Jan8 8 one & Co, Bath 

drown, Mary, Palace ~~ Barfield & Child, + — bidgs, Temple 

Canes, Guana, ae tee Dec 81 Holdsworth & Payne, Serjeants’ inn, 
‘em 


Corval anise Turarse, Westbourne ter, Paddington Feb 6 Woolmer, Temple chabrs 
Cow gL 2. Onanane Henry, Ipswich Jan2t Noteoutt & Son, 
Goops, Jonaraayx Newros, Awre, dy Severn Jani2 Watson, Bristol 
Haaxes, nee, Yeadon, Yorks Bridge, Yor 8 > 

witt, Mary, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks Jan Bridge 
Hicks, Gronae Aveustvs, Bournemouth Bast =. ene « 
i » ee 


Hissstr, Hexay Joux, Plymouth, Commission Agent 

Hvouss, Joux, Deganvy, Carnarvon Jan 5 aidghes, Gon 

vom, 5 Fanxy zabeTa Isapecia, Knotty Ash, Liverpoal Jan 15 Grace & Co, 

Faasen, James, Sutton Warwick Jan3l Crockford, Birmingham 

Laren, Sauuay, Ni lof W, Barge Owner Jan 19 Bailey, j lof x 

Linwait, Wriuian, pk gius, Artist Jan 21 Whitfield Js Nee 

Marrarws, Ices, Simla, Panjab, Britikh Iedia Jan 2 Fladgate & Co, Craig's ct, 
Cc Cross 


Maca, Josera, Fulham op oe Jviner Jan& Bold, Swinton ar Manchester 
Miss, Joun, Brailsfoid rd, Tulse —> ._ & Smiths, Salters’ Hall ct, Canaoa st 





Feachurch st 


Onasit, Richarp ur Bolton Le ~S e 
Pansoxs, Hexny Joan pee, Exeter, .~y eee it James & Snow, Exeter 
Ratwirrr, — Epwaap, Lime grove, ‘s Bush Jan 31 Pears & Co, 


Al 

Suawren, James, “South Shields Deol9 Hannay & Co, South Shields 
surra, Joun Hupsos, ‘Accountant 
Stevens, Grores, Portsmouth 

Tome! Lypia aaa, Preston, ar Ha:row, Lodging house Keeper 


T > eee " acre Jan 1 Holdsworth & Payne, Serjeants’ inn, Temple 
Vaciantine, Puitir, North ered, Bedford ay, Publisher Jan3i Rubiestein & Co, Raymond 


Waienr, 





Birkdale, Southport Jan 11 Payne & Co, Manchester 


ZAbBTH, 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gas‘tte, Turspay, Dec. 4. 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Attics, Davip Txomas, Dunley, nor ommen, Worcester 
Kidderminster Pet Nov 30 Ord N 
Amur, Freperick Grorce Hewry, Portland rd, South 
orwood, Butcher Croydon Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 21 
Axisoxs, Heapeat, jun, en, Longton, Staffs, China 
Merchant Stoke upon Trent Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 3v 
Bakes, Joux, West Morden, Wareham, Dorset, 
Poole Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 
Baruam, Hagzy, Norwich, Commercial Clerk Norwich 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 
Baparacitoven, James, © ete Clerk Bradford 
Nov 29 Ord Novy 30 


Farmer | 
! 


Pet | 


Buien, Sypszy Jouy, Gt Berkhamsted, Herts, onmonger | 


ylesbury Pet Oct 27 Ord Nov 29 
Baoap, Caaaies Faepenicx, Cornhill, Stock Broker 
Pet July 27 Ord Nov 29 
Cater, Gzonce Heasent, Gt Wakering, Essex, Grocer 
Che! ord Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 
Cuatitoner, Emity 


High 


Kate, Tregothnan rd, Mayflower rd, 


Clap High Court Pet Oct17 Ord Nov 29 
Cuatioyer, Ricuarp Netsox, Lay yee rd, Mayflower | 
Cla High Court Pet Oct 17 Ord Nov 29 
Cuitver, Ervest, Ellerby, Yorks, oo Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Lec 1 Ord Dec 

Craske, Atrrep Hewry, Bristol, Painter Bristol Pet Nov 
23 Ord Noy 23 

Conex, Lean, High st, | Fruiterer High Court 
Pet Oct 17 Ord Nov 2 


Cuysincuau, Tuomas 1 and Water STaxixe 
Gissox, Gt Grimsby, Paint Manufacturé rs Gt Grimsby 
Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

Dagt, Arbert Exxest, Brixham, Devon, Tobacconist Ply- 
mouth Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

a Samvuset, Plas Morfa, Holywell, Fiint, General Mer- 

t Chester Pet Nov 7 Ord Nov 29 

Rowanes, Wituiam, "ean Glam, Coliier Cardiff Pet 
Nov 2 Ord Novy 

Fe.catz, Percy 8r , To 

Twickenham. Commercial’ 
Oc: 11 Ord Nov 27 
Foot, Wititam Jou, 


Fast 
Pet 


Cambridge parade, 
Traveller Brentford 


Bournemouth, Boarding House 


| Lewis, Davip Jony, 


| Looe, Peter, 


Keeper Poole Pet Deci Ord Dec 1 

Framuptos, Atseat Tom, King st, West Smithfield High 
Court Pet Nov10 Ord Nov 30 } 

Frayx, Hexrny Atroxsz, Sutton st, Shadwell, Tobacco 
Dealer High Court Pet Oct 20 ‘Ord Nov 30 

Fare, Tuomas, Bristol, Contractor Bristol Pet Nov 22 | 

Nov 22 

Freemas, Joux Wittiam, Hare st, Bethnal Green, | 

Pu ‘s Manager High Court Pet Nov 30 Ord 


Nov 30 
a Davin, 8t Mark’s st, Goodman's Fields High Court 
et Oct 18 Ord Decl 
enum Farpericx Joux, Northampton, Baker WNorth- 
vameoeel st, Mile End, Mantk 


ampton Pet Decl Ord Decl 
Go.pperc, AnRAHAM, 

Manufacturer High Court Pet Nov 12 Ord Nov 30 
Gong, Tuomas, Wigan, Traveller Wigan Pet Nov 30 Ord 


Nov 30 


Harvey, Amsrosr, Dover, Fruiterer Canterbury Pet 
‘ov 28 Ord Nov 29 
Hears, Norma, Stanwix, nr Carlisle, Grocer Carlisle 


Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 
Hewixs, AgtTuve, Stafford Burton on Trent Pet Nov 
Ord Dec 1 


29 


Herwoop, Joux, Exeter, Haulier Exeter Pet Nov 30 
Ord Nov 30 

Ivisox, Hzxzy Taomas, Teddington, Horse Dealer 

, Surrey Pet Nov24 Ord Veci 
JvuLiax, Joux a Boston, Auctioneer Boston Pet 
1 

Kew, Atregp, Charter Alley, or eet, Builder | 

Winchester Pet Nov 39 Ord Nov x 


Licatgesstzis, Avotra, Higher Broughton, Salford, Lancs, 
Jeweller Salford Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
Masaiorr, Cuasies, and Peacy Sartex, Caterham Valley, 
* Crosdon Pet Sept 26 Ord Nov 28 
Peart, Davip, and Dozorny 
Merchan 


te High Court Pet Oct 12 Ord Nov 30 


Paice, Erris, Yoyshir, Glam, Cullier Pontypridd Pet 
Nov 2 Ord Noy 29 
Roszsts, Joux, Tynycoed, Rhewl, Liany ay", , Denbigh, 
Builder Wrexham Pet Nov29 Ord Nov 
Bi1sc0, Wii11am Sansox, Whyteleafe, Surrey, Ne waagent 
Guildf: Pet Oct 15 Ord Nov 22 


Suirn, Atzxaxper, Twickenham, 
Pet Aug 2 Ord Nov # 
Swass, Hasorp Caantes, and Agtave Eowaro Swaxs 


Builder Brentford 


4 4, Kensington, Builders High Court Pet 
Nov2 Ord Nov 30 “s 
TittoTsos, Witsox, Accrington, Traveller Blackburn 
Pet Decl Ord Dee 1 
Wittsiass, Hexuy James, Gt Yarmouth, Painter Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Decl Ord Dec 1 
Waist, Avreep, and Grosce Epwaro Wuicnt, Queenx- 
ferry, Flint Stone Masons Ch ster Pet Novi7 Ord 
Dec 1 
London Gasette.—Vuivar, Dec. 7. 
BECEIVING ORDERS. 
Auait, Fuzprricx, Moss Bile, Manchester Salford Pet 
Nov 2 Ord Dec 4 
Axesorp, Jous, Halifax, Bootmaker Halifax Pct Nov 40 
Am es Witt 
yNSBEnRG, AAzOx, hington, Lancs, Optician Man- 
chester’ Pet Dec 5 Ord Bess ‘ 
Barz, 1wrr Sarngee, Stockbroker Liverpool Pet 
c 


Bicenam, Jous, pot | Janes Bicenau, Glamorgan, Builders 
P Pet DecS Ord Dec 5 
Cususens, Wittiam, Boho st, Oxford st High Court Pet 
15 Ord Dee 4 
Caaspien, Carace Witttsu, Croydon, Butcher Croydon 
Pe Dec 3 Dec 4 


Simmoxps, Houndsditch, | 


| CLayTow, 


| Cunnincuam, Harry, 


| Cuanxe, CHantes Hersert, Nottingham Nottingham 
Pet Dec5 Ord Dec 5 


Wituam, Lutterworth, Leicester, Saddler 
Leicester Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 4 


Shotton, Flint, Innkeeper Chester 


Pet Dec3 Ord Dec 3 

Date, Ricwargp Boxatt, pao, Coal Merchant 
Brighton Pet Dec5 Ord D 

Davies, Ricnarp, Liechwedd Tetod Ucha, Penmachno, 


Carnarvon, Farmer Portmadoc Pet Dec5 Ord Dec5 

Disyry, Grorce Wi.14u, Beeston, Notts, Builder Derby 
Pet Dec 4 Ord Dec 4 

Dozssox, Wiii1am, Maxton, ~ pn 
Canterbury Pet Dec5 Ord D 

Epwakrps, CaarLes, Rusholme, a Packing Case 
Maker Manchester Pet Nov 30 Ord Dec 3 

Exuis, Hosea Tart, Brindle Heath, Pendleton, Salford, 
Lancs, Tailor Wolverhampton Pet Dec 4 Ord Dec 4 

Evans, Jony, Pentremalwed, Morriston, Swansea, Tin- 
worker Swansea Pet Dec3 Ord Dec3 

Fisner, Henry Cuartes, Wisbech St Peter, Isle of Ely, 
Cambridge, Station Master King’s Lynn Pet Dec 3 
Ord Dee 3 

Gray, James Cummixe, Frodsham, Chester, Car Proprietor 

Warrington Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 4 

Grove, Taomas Huisert, Winterbourne, Glos, General 

Shopkeeper Bristol Pet Nov 22 Ord Dee 


ane Shopkeeper 


Hatey, WriiiaM, Bradford, Fish Merchant Bradford 
Dee 5 5 
Hatuam, Sam, Stonebroom, Shirland, Derby, Joiner Derby 
Pet Dec3 Ord Dec 3 


Hear, Luxe, Thornton, ‘Bradford, Quarryman’ Bradford 
Pet Dee 4 Ord Dec 4 

Hopper, Francis Cuartes, Weymouth,Grocer Dorchester 
Pet Dec5 Ord Dee 5 

Joxzs, Davip, Bronafon, Liansanttfraid, Montgomery, 
Farmer Newtown Pet Dect Ord Dec 4 

Joxgs, Tuomas, Dowlais, Glam, Tailor Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet Dec 3 Ord Dec 3 

Lampart, Capraix, Charing Cross House, Charing Cross rd, 
Newspaper Proprictor High Court Pet Sept24 Ord 
Ord Dec 5 

Oswestry, Stationer Wrexham Pet 

Dec 4 Ord Dec 4 

Lewis, Sypvey Russet, and Rosert Hewarpv Deaye, 
Hounslow, Brewers Brentford Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 4 

Leeds Leeds Pet Decl Ord Vec 1 

Loycsortom, Joan CuHares, Gainsborough, Lincs, Milk- 
seller Lincoln Pet Dec4 Ord[Dec 4 


Mace, Atraep Joux, Derby, Restaurant Keeper Derby 
Pet Dec 3 Dec 3 
Mrcoras, Joun Epwarp, Newcastle on Tyne, Grocer 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 4 
| Murcarroyp, Taomas, Woodhouse, Leeds, Joiner Leeds 
Pet Dec3 Ord Dec 3 
Napier, Bexsamix, Brighton, Builder Brighton Pec Dec 


4 Ord Dec 4 
vevitt, Witt1am Hewry, Smallbrook Farm, Whitchurch, 
Farner Ciewe Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 4 

Davip, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Moulder Car- 
marthen Pet Dec3 Ord Dec 3 
Tailor Sheffield Pet Dec 3 









| Seamay, Harry, Doncaster, 
Ord Dec 3 
Tarasnuer, Wiit1aM, Cardiff, Haulier Cardiff Pet Dec 3 
Ord Dec 3 


Veanoy, Cuartes Faepericx, Lordship rd, Stoke Newing- 
ton, Coal Merchant Edmonton Pet Nov 26! Ord Nov 30 

Weiss, Eccexe, Basinghall st, Importer of Goods High 
Court Pet Novié4 Ord Dec 3 

Werrnaimer, Cuantes Heaman, Cleveland st, Dealer in 
Motor Accessories High Court Pet Nov9 Ord Dec3 

Waeapox, Tuomas Rosgrt, Black Torrington, nr High- 
ampton, Devon, Schoolmaster Barnstaple Pet Dec 3 

Dec 3 

Wicttams, Taomas, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Draper Car- 
marthen Pet Nov 28 Ord Dec 3 

Wison, Joan, Kingston upon Hull, Machinist 
upoa Hult Pet Dec5 Ord Dec 5 

Wisz, Jonw Wii.1an, Southampton, Fancy Goods Dealer 
Soutbampton Pet Nov 10 Ord Dec5 

Woov, Joux Hewry, Rhyl, vis, Licensed Victualler 
Bangor Pet Dec3 Ord Dec 

Waicut, Harey, Fenny Stratford, Bucks, Butcher North- 
ampton Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 4 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Acprovicu, Jutrvs, Landport, Hants, Furniture Dealer 
Dec 17 at3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Ports- 
mouth 

Amisox, Heangrt, jun, Dresden, ~~ oy Staffs, China 
Merchant Decl7 at 3 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, 
Staffs 

Bawxses, SurHesLaAxp Hanmoop, Neston, 


Kingston 


Chester Dec 18 


ati2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Buackensury, Joszrn, Burton on Trent, Maltster Dee 18 
atil Midland Hotel, station st, Burton on Treat 


Briaas, 
Dee 17 at 11.39 


Tuomas Hexay. West Hoathley, Sussex, Greer 
Mr C J Parris, 67, High st, Tunbridge 
Wells 


Saomcey, Jous, Chadwick End, Knowle, Warqick, Builder 
Dec 17 at 11 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Cuampers, Witttam, Boho st, Oxford st Dec 18 at 12 
Bankrupt: 'y bldg Carey st 

CaiLvan, wb ilerby cate, Joiner Dec 15 at 11 
Off Rec, Trinity House in, H 


Ciaytox, Taomuas, Ashington . if Farmer Dee 20 at 
2.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavision bidgs, Brighton 
Covgstaxs, Jouw Dawiget, Florence, Longton, B8taffx, 
soeaee Dec 17 at 3.30 Off Rec, King «t, Newcastle, 
taffs 


Davies, Samuver, Plas Morfa, Holywell. Flint, 
chant Dec 17 at 12 

Chester 

Dauusoxv-Hay, James Cuanies Caarmas, 
Private school Proprietor Dec 2) at 3 
Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Evwaeps, Wittiam, Pontyrhyl, Glam, Collier Dec 19 at 3 
Off Reo, 117, 8 ‘Mary st, Cardiff 

Evans, Jous, Pentremalw , Morriston, Tin Worker Dec 
l7ati2 Off Rec, 41, Alexandra 1d, Swantes 


General 


Bri 
Oo 


hton, 
x, 4, 


Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 





Fixvay, Jouyx, Byker, Newcastle on Tyne, Grocer Dee 17 
at1l_ Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 
Fisnea, Henry CHARLES, Wisbech St Peter, Isle of Ely, 

Cam brid, Station Master Dec 20 at 10.15 Court 

House, ing’s Lynn 

Foot, Wiiu1am Jouy, Bournemouth, Boarding House 

eeper Dec 17 at 4 Messrs Curtis & Son, 158, Old 

Christchurch rd, Bournemouth 

Goopman, P N, Goswell rd, Jeweller Dec 18 at 11 Bank- 
ruptey blige, Carey st 

Gore, Liga Wigan, Lancs, Traveller Dec 18 at 1.39 
Court Hi ouse, Crawford st, Wigan 

Harti, Wituiam Water, olheston, Notts, Engineer Dae 
19 atil Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

HALuaM, Sam, Stonebroom, Shirland, Derby, Joiner Dec l5 
atll Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Harris, ARTHUR *WaLreR, Swanwick, Alfreton, Derby, 
Grocer Dee 18 at 3 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Heap, Luxe, Thornton, Bradford, Quarryman Dec 18 at 3 
Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

HENDERSON, CHARLES ARCHIBAL p, Red Lion sq, Machinery 
Merchant Dec 17 at 2,30 Bankru tey bldgs, Carey st 

Ivison, Henry Tuomas, Christchurch av, eddin, me 
Horse Dealer Dec 18 at 11.30 132, York rd, 
minster Bridge 

Joyxes, Ei1zaneTH Morris, Barmouth, Merioneth De: 18 
at1 Townhall, Aberystwyth 

Jones, ramee, Dowlais, Glam, Tailor Dec 17 at 3 135, 
High st, Merthyr Tydfil 


JULIAN, Jou Wi.uiau, Boston, Auctioneer Dec 20 at 
1215 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, Boston 
Kew, ALFRED, Charter Alley, nr Basingstoke, Builder 


Dec 15 at 12 Station Hotel, Basing gstoke 
Leytanp, Tuomas LanGtLey, Tranmere, Cheshire, Pawn- 
booker Dec 17 at 2,30 Off Rec c, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 


Seok. , = Leeds 
Leeds 


Mecoray, Jonn Epwarp, Newcastle on Tyne, Grocer Dee 
15at1l1 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 
Mivanp, Jonn Wituiam, Leverington, Cambridge, Grocer 
Dec 20 at 10 Court House, King’s Lynn 

Mor.ey, Srvart, Goswell rd, Jeweller Dec 18 at 11.30 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Mvuaeatroyp, Tuomas, Woodhouse, Leeds, Joiner Dee 17 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Pickup, JosEpu, Fernlea Alt, nor Oldham, wet Moulder 
Dec 18 at 11° Off kee, Greaves st, Oldha: 

om, ALEXANDER Holmes rd, Twickenham, Builder Dec 

Tat3 14, ford row 

mm 4 Artuun CyriL Gopwiy, 
Managing Director of Armadale Motors Limited Dez 
18 at 12.30 142, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Srapies, GEORGE Wau ack, Waterloo, Bredon, Worcester, 

Market Gardener Dec 15 at 3.15 C ounty Court bldgs, 

Cheltenham 

Taewaatua, Luoy, and Roseat TrewantTua, St Dominick, 
Cornwall, Farmers Dec 17 at 11 Off Rec, 6, 
Atheneum ter, Plymouth 

WAkDLE, WILuiaM ‘ALLACE, Hanley, Staffs, Potter's 
Colour Mixer Dec 18at 3.30 Off Rec, King st, New- 
castle, Staffs 

Weiss, Evcens, Basinghall st, tae of Goods Dec 19 
at 11 eelivantey tlhe. Gare 

Westneimer, Coances Heaman, ceeehanit st, Euston rd, 

er in Motor Accessories Dec 17 at 12 Bankruptcy 

bldga, Carey st 

Wueapos, Tuomas Rovert, Black Torrington, nr High- 
ampton, Devon, Schoolmaster Dec 1 at 3 94, High 
st, Barnstaple 

Wiis, Wittiam Jonuy, and Arsruur Epwarp Iroimoncer 
So.a, The Mall, Ealing, Contractors Dec 17 at 12 
M4, ford row 


Amended notice substituted for that petted in the 
London Gazette of Nov 27: 
Vavasour, Sir Witiiam, Tadeaster, Yorks Dec 20 at 3 
Otf Rec, The Red House, Duacombe p), York 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


AkkoyD, Jouyx, Halifax, Boot Maker 
Ord Nov 

ALLEN, Cuan.es, Upper George st, Marylebone, Horsedealer 
High Court Pet Oct 18 Ord'Dee 4 

Banneart, ALFRED, Sarre rd, West Hampstead High Court 
Pet Sept 20 Ord Dec 5 

Batu, Frepexick, Liverpool, 
Pet Dec5 Ord Dec 5 

Bickaam, Jouy, and James Bicknam, Glamorgan, Builders 
Pontypridd Pet Dec5 Ord Dec 5 

Biackman, Epwarp WILL14m, Hamlet gdns, Hammersmith 
High Court Pet Oct 17 Ord Dee 4 


Dec 17 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 


Trinity rd, Wandsworth, 


Halifax Pet Nov 


Stock Broker Liverpool 


Baipcer, ALEXANDER Kiva, Kingley st, Regent st High 
Court Pet Nov5 Ord Dec3 
Cavens, Any, Mersey Park, Tranmere, Cheshire, Licensed 


Victualler Birkenhead Pet Oct 15 Ord Dec 5 
CHanpves, Cernus WILLIAM, Croydon, Butcher Croydon 


Pet Dec 38 Ord Dec3 

Crarke, Cuantes Henventr, Nottingham Nottingham 
Pet Dec5 Ord Dec 5 

Date, Ricaarp BOoxatt, Horsham, Coal Merchant 
Brighton Pet Dec5 Ord Decd 

Davies, Ricuasp, Penmachno, Carnarvon, Farmer Port- 
madoc Pet Dec5 Ord Dec5d 

Disusr, Gronve Witiiam, Beeston, Notts, Builder Derby 


Pet Dec 4 Ord Dec 4 
Dossox, Wituiam, Maxton, Dover, 
Canterbury Pet Dec5 Ord Dec 5 
E..uus, Hossa Tart, Brindle Heath, Pendleton, Seen 
Lancs, Tailor Wolverhampton Pet Decd Ord Dee 4 


General Shopkeeper 


Evans, ne Pentremalwed, Morriston, Swansea, Tin- 
worker Swansea Pet Dec3 Ord Dec 3 
Evans, Bicnanp Cuagves, Birmiogham, Grocer Birming- 


Pet Oct17 Ord Dec 3 
Fisuzk, Hexay Cuances, Wisbech 8t Peter, Isle of Hy. 
Cambridge, Station Master King’s Lynn Pet Dec’ 
Ord Dec 3 
Fousres, Faxpesick Eowanp 
Foustea, Monument st, Coal Merchants 
Pet Oct Ord Noy 30 


and A.yazp Goriiss 
High Court 
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Gaay, Janes Cummine, Frodsham, ay et Car Proprietor 
Warrington Pet Dec 4 Ord Dee 
Haver, Wit114M, Lile, senna Fish Merchant Bradford 


Pet Dec 5 Ord Dec 

Hatta, Sam, Stone broo! mm, &hirland, Derby, Joiner Derby 
Pet Dec3 Ord Dec3 

Hear, Luxe, Thornton, Bradford, Quarryman Bradford 
Pet Dec 4 Ord Dee 4 

Hoppgs, Fxaxcts Cuartes, Weymouth, Grocer Dorchester 


Pet Deed Ord Dee & 
Water Sypyey, Castlenau, Barnes, Chartered 
ntant High Court Pet Oct 24 Ord Nov 30 
Jacot sox, ApranaM, and Wo.rr Leataerman, Leeds, 
Ciothiers Leeds Pet Oct 27 Ord Decd 
Joxes, Davip, Bronafon, Liansaatffraid, 
Farmer Newtown Pet Dec 4 





Montgomery, 
Ord Dee 4 





Jouss, Tuomas, Dowlais, Glam, Tailor Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet Dec 3 Ord Dec3 

Lewis, DAvip Jonny, Oswestry, Salop Stationer Wrexham 
Pet Dec 4 Ord Dec4 

p, THomas Lawo ey, Tranmere, Cheshire, Pawn- 
Birkenhead Pet Nov+9 Ord Dec5 

,Perer, Leeds Leeds Pet Dec1 Ord Decl 

Loxesortom, Jopw Cuarves, Gainsborough, Lincs, Milk 
sellsr Lincoln Pet Dec 4 Ord Deca 

Mace, Atrrep Jony, Fadler gate, Derby, Restaurant 
Keep Derby Pet Dec3 Ord Dec3 

Maxtix, Jacop Apam, Hazlewood mans, Kostrevor rd, 
Fulham, Publican High Court Pet Nov 2 Ord 
Dec 5 

Mroorax, Joun Epwarp, Newcastle on Tyne, Grocer 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Dec4 Ord Dee 4 

Mvurcarroyp, Tuomas, Woodhouse, Leeds, Juiner Leeds 


Pet Dec 3 Ord Dec 8 

Narizr, Bexs amis, Brighton, Builder 
4 Ord Dec 4 

Nevitt, Witwiam Henry, 
Crewe Pet Dee 4 

Perriceew, James WILiiam, 
Pet Nov2 Ord Dec3 

Purtuirs, Davip, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Moulder Carmar- 
then Pet Dec 8 Ord Dec 3 

Rezves, Joun Epwarp, Hermit rd, Canning Town, 
Photographer High Court Pet Oct 29 Ord Dec5d 


Brighton Pet Dec 


Whitchurch, 
Ord Dec 4 
Ealing, Jeweller Brentford 


Salop, Farmer 


Grasse, Harry, Wheatley, Doncaster, Tailor Sheffield 
Dec 3 Ord Dec3 
Tron, Farpenicx, Fishponds, Bristol Bristol Pet Nov 23 
Or Jec Oo 
Tarasuer, Wititam, Cardiff, Coal Dealer Cardiff Pet 
Dec3 Ord Dec3 
Verson, Cuartes Frepericx, Lordship rd, Stoke 


Ni wington, Coal Merchant Edmonton Pet Nov 26 


Ord Novy 30 


Waeapox, Tuomas Rosert, Black Torrington, nr 

Ht ghampton, Devon, Schoolmaster Barnstaple Pet 
Ord Dec 3 

Wituiams, Tooas, Llanelly, C — arthen, Draper Car- 
marthen Pet Nov 28 Ord De 

Wi J ux, Kingston upon Hi iL 1 ybacconist Kings‘on 
u luil Pet Deed Ord Decd 

Woon, in Henny, hhyl. Fl int, Licensed Victualler 
Bangor Pet Dec3 Ord Decd 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gaze tte of Nov 13: 
ure Racwakt, Stockton on Tees, Milliner Stock- 
Pet Nuv9 Ord Nov 9 
London Gazette.—Tuerspay, Dec. 11 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Auuitt, Horace, Wisbech, Cambridge 
Dec6 Ord Dec6 
Asutos, Jonny Georrrey, Southport, 
Manchester Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 3 
Saker, Henry Bray, Waltham Abbey, Essex, Dairy 


Boorn, Le 


ton on Tees 


King’s Lynn Pet 


Stock Broker 


Farmer Edmonton Pet Dec6 Ord Dec6 
Borrox, Ivy Jane Marcanet, Hellingly, Sussex East- 
bourne Ord Dec 6 


Burika, Wituram, Horace Burier, Samuet Maatiy, and 


Wittiam Martin, Willenhall, Staffs, Stampers 
Wolverhampton Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 6 

Cooren, Arntaur Ispirt, Pendleton, Salford, Provision 
Manufacturer Salford Pet Dec7 Ord Dec7 

paren, Joseru, Bury, Lancs Bolton Pet Dec 6 Ord 
Jec 6 

Fatxyer, Acrrep Bracn, Ossory rd, Old Kent rd, Builder 


High C ourt Pet Dec6 Ord Dec6 
Farrar, Juseea Preston, Greenheys, Manchester, Builder 

Manchester Pet Dec7 Ord Dec7 
New- 


Fixtay, Jous, Byker, Newcastle on Tyne, Grocer 
castle on Tyne Pet Nov 17 Ord Dec 6 

Poxcrort, Ex1zaBeTa Auice, Blac =] ol, Wardrobe Dealer 

Preston Pet Nov13 Ord Dec 


Fontwei., Hannan, and dod, Herpert Fuitwett, 
Stourbridge, Cab Proprietors Stourbridge Pet Dec 8 
Ord Dec 8 


Gopnerr, Joux Ripayr.t, Seaton, Stationer 
Exeter Pet DeoS Ord Dec 5 

Hauaisox, Tom Wiit1aM, Caistor, Lincs, Labourer Lincoln 
Pet bec 8 Ord Dec 8 

Heragnixnoron, Barker Tuomas, 
Auctioneer Carlisle Pet Dee 8 

Hui, Cuantes Gray, South pl, 
Court Pet Dee8 Ord Dec 8 

Horruay, M AUnion Heapent, Morat st, Brixton, Theatrical 


Devon, 


Warwick, nr Carlisle, 
Ord Dee 8 
Finsbury, Builder High 


Manager ttigh Cou:t Pet Dec8 Ord Dec8 

Hour, Kunnst Caomprox, Rhy), Flint, Electrical Engineer 
Bang w Pet Dee 6 Ord Dee 6 

Huyt, bona Cuancorrn, Karl's Court sq, Spinster High 
GCourt Pet Nov 12 Ord Dee7 

Jaconsox, Hyman, Commercial rd, Clothier High Court 
Pet Nov 19 Ord Deo 7 

James, Wititam, Liandre Farm, Llanycefa, Pembroke, 
Farmer Pembroke Dock Pet Dec 8 Ord Deo 8 

dessert, Feank Hxaveer, Brighton, Journalist Brighton 
Pet Dec 6 Ord Deo 6 

Joes, Journ Ricaanp, Shanklin, I of W, Tailor Newport 


and Ryde PetDec6 Ord Decé 


Kink, Cunisrornse, 


Lovatr, Wit.iaM, 1 Staffs, Builder Macclesfield 
Pet Dec 5 Ord D 

Lowe, Joxrt, Atterliffe, Sheffield, Builder Sheffield Pet 
Dec 7 Ord Dec7 

Mason, Henry, Folkestone, Confectioner Canterbury Pet 
Lec 6 01d Dec 6 

Neate, Joux Hewry, Elein ct, Elgin av, 
Broker High Court Pet Dec8 O:d Dec8 

Pickix, Wituiam Jous, Berkhamstei, Herts, Solicitor 
Aylesburg Pet Nov17 Ord Dec7 

Powerit, Wititiam Rrcosarp, Ryton, nr “7 foal, Salop 
Farmer Madeley Pet Nov3) Ord 

Ravensoror t, Biaxeeck, 8t Albans 8t Alb ans Pet Oct 
Ord Des 

Rayyer, al Bradford, Insurance Agent Bradford Pet 
Dec 5 Ord Deed 


Tasurance 


Satt, Grorce Henay, Newcastle under Lyme, Saddler 
Hanley Pet Nov 21 Ord Dec3 i 
Suaw, Wivtray, King’s rd, Chelsea, Chemist High Court 


Pet Dee 7 Ord Dee 

Simo, A. Bethnal Green rd High Court Pet Nov17 Ord 

c6 

Sistey, Joun Wiiiiam, St Leonards on Sea, Poulterer 
Hastings Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 6 

Srraxes, Cuartes Epwarp, Oadby, 
Leicester Pet Dec 7 Ord Dec7 

Srvupsines, ArtHor, Norwich, Harness Maker 
Pet Dec8 Ord Dec8 

Tarren, Faank, Chiswick, Solicitor High Court Pet Sept 


25 Ord Dec6é 

Tuomas, Jous, Abercanaid, Merthyr Tydfil, Collier 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 

Warmovuca, Jonaraan, Gt Horton, Bradford, Coal Mer- 
chant Bradford Pet Nov 21 Ord Dec 6 

Wicwrams, Daviv, Fenrhewceiber, Glam, Tailor Ponty- 
pri@d Pet Dec? Ord Dec7 

Wititses, Kare, Leeds Leeds Pet Nov 24 Ord Dec? 

Witsox, WittiaM Jacos, Birmingham Birmingham Pet 
Dee? Ord Dec7 

Wotre, Hyman, Leeds, Milk Dealer Leeds 
Ord Dee 6 


Leicester, Builder 


Norw’ch 


Pet Dee 6 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Axaoyp, Jony, Halifax, Boot Maker Dec19at3 Off Rec, 


‘Townha!! chmbrs, Halifax 
Amer, Frepexick George Henny, Portiand 1d, South 
Norwood, Butcher Dee 19 at 113) 132, York rd, 


Westminster Bridge 

ABONSBERG, AARON, Withington, Lanes, Optician Dee 20 
at230 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manche-t:r 

Baker, Haney Bray, Waltham Abbey, 
Farmer Dec 19at3 14, Bedford row 

Bickuam, Joun, and James Bickuam, Glamorgan, Builders 
Dec 19 at3 135, High st. Merthyr Tydfil 

Cassurn, WALTER, Bangor, Provision, Merchant 
at12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Carer, Georce Hesseat, Ge Wakeriag, Essex, Grocer 
Dee 2)at12 14, Bedford row 

Cuaypier, Cernus Wiittam, Croydon, Batcher Dee 21 at 
1130 182, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Caarman, Cecit Sutrtuyx, Blackheath, Lieutenant Dec 20 at 
11.30 182, York rd, We-tminster Bridge 

Coarses, Wiiiiam, Longridge, nr Preston, Lancs, Plumber 
Dec 19 at 11 Off Kec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Daz, Ricuarp Buxatu, Horsham, Coal Merebant Dec 20 
at3.15 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 

Dart, Assert Exyest, Brixham, Devon, Tobacconist Deo 
20 at 11.3) Off Ree, 6, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 

Dieaie, Joszrn, Bury, Lancs Dec 20at3 19, Exchange st, 
Bolton 

Evans, Tuomas, Penycae, Ruabon, Denbigh, Grocer Dec 
21 at 12,30 ‘Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Favxyer, Atrrep Baraca, Ossory rd, Ola Kent rd, Builder 
Dec 20 at 2.80 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Fa.rox, Gacnem, Wrexham, Denhigh, Baker Dec 21 at 12 
Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Garyzr, Frepearok Jouy, Northampton, Baker Dec 19 at 
12 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 

Gopbeer, Joun Rivexeut, Seaton, Devon, Stationer Dee 
20 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Grav, James CumMine, Frodshi am, Cheshire, Car Proprietor 
Deo 19 at 3.30 Off Reo, Byrom st, Manchester 

Grove, Tuomas Hu.pert, Winterbourne, Glos, General 

+ aod Dec 19 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 


risto 

Garey, H M, Feenien Dec 20 at 12.30 182, York rd, 
Westminster Bri 

Hauey, WiLt1am, ia Bradford, Fish Merchant Deo 19 
at 3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Harvey, Amsrose, Dover, Fruiterer Dec 20at 11.45 Of 
Reo, 684, Castile st, Canterbu 

Heara, Nowmay, Stauwix, or Car isle, Grocer Deo 21 at 12 
Off “4, Fisher st, Carlisle 

Hu, CHARLES. Gaay, South pl, Finsbury, Builder and Con- 
tractor Dec 19 at 2.80 ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Hopper he oy Caantes, Weymouth, Groo-r Doe 2atl 

Off Ree, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Hoyt, Epwa Outavorr ta o Court sq Dec 19 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 

Jac a Baxnanp Newson, Coleford, Glos, Clothier Dec 19 at 

Off Reo, 144, Commercial ‘st Newport, Mon 

Sean Hymax, Commercial rd, Clothier Deo 19 at 12 
Baokruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Jusset, Faanx Henpear, Bri hton, Journalist Deo 20 at 
10 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 

Jongs, Davin, Bronafon, Liansantifraid, Montgomery, 
Farmer Dec 20 at 11.80 Wynnstay Hotel, Os 

Jones, Tuomas, New Brighton, Builder Dec 19as12 Off 

, 36, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Krax, Cunistorura, Middlesbrough, Warehouseman Dec 
21 at 12,30 Off Rec, 8, Albert ri, Middl 

Lamoant, Caprar, Charing Cross rd, Newspaper Proprietor 
Dec 19atll Bankrupwy 

Lewis, Sypnwey Russeus, aod ioe ee anp Daaxs, 
Hounslow, Brewers Deo 19at12 14, Bedford row 

Licuransraty, Apotren, Righer Brot ton, ae, 
Jeweller Deo 19 at 230 Off Reo, Byrom st, Man- 


Essex, Dairy 


Dec 19 








Middlesbrough, Warehouseman 
Pet Dec 6 Ord Bee 6 


Middlesbrough 


chester 
Macs, Araxp Joun, Sadler gate, Derby, Restaurant Keeper 
‘Deo 19 at 11.80 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 


Macuacaist, Axastactros, Cardiff, Water Clerk Deo 20 


at3 Off Reo, 117, 8t Mary st, 

Mine att, Witten, » Drap-r Deo 20 at 12.80 
Off Reo, C. sade chmbre Vernon at, Stock 

Nicavtsoy, Cuaruzs, Commercial Traveller 
Dec 19 at 11.15 Ga Ree 4 Cha: * Preston 

Pernixe, Farpenicx Caarcrs, Uxb West alan, 
House Farnisher Dec20at3 MM, bedltord vo 


Puu.irs, Davin, Lianelly Ree odin tlie Jan 
Zatili5s Off Rec, 4, "Queen st, —_— 

Powaut, Witt. Ricuaro, Ryton, ur Sbifaal, 
Farmer Dec 21 at 11.30 Jerningham Arms H 


Shifnal 
Ravenscaort, Binxeeck, 8t Albans, Herts D. 21 at 12 
14, Bedford row 


Rayer, Fano, Beadford, Insurance Agent Dee 19 at 3.90 
Off Reo, 29, Tyrcel st, Bradford 

Ruopes, Lyi Gorvos, Bramball, Ch-shire, Gramm 
School Proprietor ‘Dec 20 at 12 Off Ree, Castle 
ch nbrs, 6, Vernoa st, Stockport 

Satr, Grorar Hewry, ‘Neweustle under Lyme, Staffs, 
Saddler Deg 20 at 12 Of Rec, King st, Newcas le, 
Staffordshire 

Snaw, Wiiiiam, King’s rd, a Chemist Dec 2i at 11 
Binkruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Sim A, Bethnal Greenrd Dec 20 at 12 Bankruptcy 


a Carey st 
Sarr aes, Usk, Mon, Licensed  henntrarnge oe 19 at 
ff Rec, 144, Comm?rcial et, Newport, M 

peste “Suna Prebend gies, < — Solicitor Dee 
20 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Ca: 

Taom ox, Anruua, Herefora Deo Ay at 10 2,Offa at, 
Hereford 

Wartmoves, Joxaraax, Gt Horton, Bratford, Coal Mer 
ch nt Dec 20 at 3 v9, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Wagar Cuaates Taomas, Nandos ang Wickwar, Glos, 

oe Doeee Des 19 at 11.30 Off Reo, 26, Ba'dwia 

st, 


Witwtams, Davin, Pearhiweesiber, Glam, Tailor Dec 2) at 
12 185, High +t, Merthye Tydfil 

Was Henxey James, Gt Yarmouth, Painter Dec 19 
at 3.30 Off Rec. 8, King st, Norwich’ 

Wiuuiams, Hues, Tranmere, Builder Dec 19 at 
2.30 Re», 35, Victoria st, Liverp rol 

Witiiams, THOMAS, Liacelly, Gennes. pe Dec 21 
atlz Off R c, 3i, Alexandra rd, Swan 

Witiises, Kata, Leeds Dee 19 at 11.30 Of Reo, 22, Park 
row, Leeds 

Witsox, Jous, Kingston upon Hull, Machinist Dec 19 at 
il Oo Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 

Wiss, Jouxn Wittiam, Southamptoo, Goods Dealer 
Dec 19 at il Off R c, Midland Bank brs, High st, 
Svuthamptun 

Wore, Hyrmay, heey Dealer Dec 19ati11 Off Rez, 
22 Park row, 

Woop. Varouwws Kutzapeta, Banbury, Dressmaker Deo 
19 at 3.30 1, St Aldave’s, Oxford 

Waiour, Hanay, Fenny stratford, a. Butcher Des 
19 at 1230 Off Rec, Bridge at, Northam ytoa 

Yeurasp, Jouy, Callington, Corawall, Saddier Dee 20 at 
lt Of Rec, 6, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Arrcaisos, Wittram, Blyth, Northumberland, Painter 


Newcastle on Tyne Pet Oct 12 Ord DecS 
Auurt, Hoxace, Wisbech, Cambridge King’s Lynn Pet 
Dec 6 Ord Dec 6 


AnoyxsBene, Aanox, Withington, Optician Man: hester 
Pet Dec5 Ord Dee 6 

Asatos, Joux Grorrary, Southport, Stock Broker Man- 
chester Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 8 


C.ayrox, Tuomas, Ashington, Sussex, Farmer Brighton 


é ‘et Oct + Dose . 

Usyincuam, Harry, ttom, Flint, Innkeeper Chester 
Pet Dec3 Ord Dec 6 

Diamant, Heamasy, Victoria rd, Kilburn High Court 
Pet Sept 6 Ora Dec? 

Dicate, Jossra, Bury, Lanes Bolton Pet Dec 6 Ord 


Farnar, Josera Parstox, Greenheys, Manchester, Bu‘lder 
Manchester Pet Dec? Ord Dec? 
Furwe.t, Hasaan, and Geonce Heaseer Fotws.t, 
Bt my Cab Proprietors 
Pet Dee 8 “ord Dees 
Govpegr, Joux pepeemns, Catan, Devon, Stationer Exeter 
et Dee S Ord Dec 5 


Haxnisox, Tom Wriiiam, Caistor, 
Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 8 
Herusaxetos, Baaker Tuomas, Warwick, or Carlisle 
Auctioneer Carlisle Pet Deo8 Ord Deo8 
Horrman, Macatee —_ Morat st, Brixton, Theatrical 
pt Pet Dec 8 ‘Ord Dec 8 
ane, aca Rhyl, Blectrical Bangor Pet 
8 


Ord Deo 8 
Jauxs, Wiittam, Liandre Farm, Lianyeefa, Pembroke, 
Par iene Dock yg 1 Dee 8 


mer 
Jasse., Faarx Henpert, 
Pet Dec6 Ord Deoé veewuginet ee 
Tis oe Ricuagp, Saankiin, I ot W, Tailor Newport 


Pet Dec 6 Ord Deo é 
Kiek, Cnawsrorwea, Middlesbrough, Warehouseman 
i Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 6 
lave, a ee Sheffield, Builder Sheffield Pet 
Macaacuist, Axastactos, Qardiff, Water Clerk Cardiff 
Pet Oct 35 Ord Dee 8 


Maven, Bovey, Pee een, Ceatetenae Canterbury Pet 
Naas, Joux Hex = ct, ay, Insurance Broker 
x ay, “Bisa Ga fe § 


High 

Paartos, Laoxaap, Bristol Newsagent Bristol 
Pet ‘Nov 28 “Ord Det 

Picerx, Witutam Jomx, Borkhamsted, Herts, Solicitor 


Nov 1? pt 


Sere eee 


eS 
ior my hey 
Dee 
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viford § Pe 


Rayyen, Farp, Brecford, Insurance Agent Pr 
Dec5 Ord Dec 5 

Sart. Grorox Henny, Newcastle under Lyme 
Harley Pet Nov 21 Ord Dec7 

Buaw, Wittram, King’s rd, Chelsea, Chem 
Pet Dee7 Ord Deo 7 

Sistxy, Jon~n Wirnriay 
Hastings Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 6 

Srrance, Ona Epwarp, Oadby, Leice 
Leicester Pet “Dec 7 Ord Dec7 

Sivppines, Anruur, Norwich, Harness Mak: 
Pet Dec8 Ord De-8 

Tromas Jonny, Abercanaid. Merthyr Tydfil, 

yafil Pet DeeS Ord Dee 8 

Topp, Paizir Artuvur, Church row, Hampstead, J 
High Court Pet 8ept5 Ord Dec f 

Watmover, Jowantnax, Gt Horton, Bradfo rd, Ccal 
Merchant Bradford Pet Nov 21 Ord Dec? 

Wriusams, Caagirs Thomas, Beast ne, Wickwar, 
Hay Dealer Bristol Pet Dect Ord Dec 6 

Wititams, Davip Penrhiwceiber, Glam, Tailor Pont 
Pet Dee 7 Ord Dec 7 

Whsox, Wiriam Jacon, Birmin 
Dee 7 Ord Dee7 

Wiss, Joax Wiiiiam, Southampton, Fancy G 
Southampton Pet Nov10 Pet Dec 7 

Wo.re, Hyways, Leeds, Milk Dealer Leeds 
Ord Dec 6 

Woop, Carouise Evizanern, 
Banbury Pet Nov 24 

Wericnt, —~ Fenny Stratfc 
ampton Pet Dec4 

RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND PETITION 

DISMISSED. 

Avam, Mavonay Mercer, Perk st, Grosvenor eq High 
Court Pet Aug 16 Rec Ord fept 17 Resc Ree Ord 
Dis Pet Dec 7 

ADJUDICATION 

E.us, Dax, Woodmancote, Glos, 

Adjud Jan 29 Annul Dec7 


>, Staffs, Saddler 
ist High Court 
St Leonard's on Sea, Poulterer 
ster Builder 
Norwich 
Collier Merthsr 
Arch’tect 


Glea, 
ypri¢d 


gham Birmingham Pet 


ds Dealer 


Dee 6 


"et 
Banbury, Oxon, Dressmaker 
Ord Dec 8 

ud, Bucks, Butcher 
Ord Dee 6 


North- 


ANNULLED. 


Farmer Cheltenham 





LAW PARTNERSHIPS & SUCCESSIONS 
For Vacancies for, or introductions to the 2, apply to 
J. HARCOURT SMITH, 

The old-established PARTNERSHIP AGENT, 
LAW COSTS DRAFTSMAN, & ACCOUNTANT 
Gi & 62, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
Ssortuasp Crerx Offered Article by City 


Folicitor, 


R. G. A. BLACKWELL, Barrister-at- 

Law, LL.B. ‘Lond.), PREPARES STUDENTS fox 

Solicitors’ Intermediate and Final, end for London 
University Matriculation, 
Final LL.B. Exame.; m 


Preliminary, Intermediate, and 
Apply, 7, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s-inn (tw 
be). 


abov 


sand Salar) 





any sace ning classes. 
minutes fr¢ 


saes: eve 
™m 





R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the 30L. Ic ITORS’ FINAL and 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS; payment by result 
—Particulars on application, personally or by letter, at 93. 





— —Experienced London Conveyancing 

26) Desires Engagement; T ywn or Uk untry ; 

ee aces and General ; eaght year ’ experience ; excel- 
lent refereaces.— G., 54, Hanover-road, Will-eden, N.W. 





AW.—W —Wante 4, by _Advertiser, 

4 had 20 years’ experience ; 
Engrossing, and General VUler 

tion; a small salary taken. - Ad 

43, Mariborough-road, Chelsea, Lon 


who has | 
tor’ 8 Copying, | 
the sime posi- 
lress, Ww. G. W. SLogGeEtTT, 
lon. 


| TO EMPLOYERS.—The London and P 

vincial Legal Bureau, 206, Upper Thames 
London. Nombers of suitable Clerks always on Regist 
no fees chargei; Clerks Desiring Appointments reque 
to register. 





a Solicitor, at 
tor in the 
; five years’ 


to 460 dols,- 


out 26 years of 
Straits Settle- 
epgagement ; 
Apply to B., 


VW ANTED, 

age, as Assistant to a Sol 
ments ; must be good advocate 
salary 250 dols. per month, rising 
No. 1, Bedford-row, London. 


\WV ANTED (for Temporary Appointment, 
probably for 12 months), by a Firm « 
London, Mausging Clerk (Admiited), thoroughly versed in 
Chancery and Common Law Piact.ce and Proce dure, both 
in Chambers an‘ in Court ; age from 27 to 35; salary at 
rate of +4 » £200 per apnum, accor ing to qualifications, 
Apply, by k tter only to, B., are of Messrs. Warner, 291, 
ord-street, W. 
AW.—Wanted, by 
4 tors, Competent Bi'l Ulerk to wor 
record current costs and to prepare and settle bills without 
supervision; Shorihand essential.—Applications, by letter 
nly, with references, and stating experience and salary 
required, to F, B., care of Messrs. Charles Barker & Sons, 
8, Birchin-lane, E.C. 








Oxf 





a Firm of City Solici- 





k up arrears of and to | 


if Soli sitors in | 


N Established INSURANCE CORPORA- | 


4 TION are desirous of APPOLNTING SOLICITORS ; 


applications are invited from gentlemen willing € invest | 


£500 in shares of the company for Directorship ; remunera- 
tion £100 per annum and fees,--Address, So.iciror, 165, 
Messrs. Deacon's, Leadenhall-street, E.C. 





YRACKNELL.—Would Norfolk Solicitors 


/ who advertised for above four years ago kindly write 
17, Heathfield-gardens, Chiswick, W 


/v BOOKS at GREAT REDUCTIONSI 
—All kinds of Law, Commercial, and other Be 
canal Mostly LATEST EDITIONS. State 
Send for List, New Books at 2) per a. a 
on approval, eg ai GHT.—W. & G. Foye, 
Charing Cross-road, W 


AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For prom 
4 payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the follo 
writing charges :— a 
s. a. 


Abstracts Copied . «. O 8 per sheet, 
Briefs and Drafts = » 2 8 per 20 folios, 
Deeds Round Hand s., a 0 2 per folio, 
Deeds Abstracted am on 0 per sheet. 
Full Copies , - 02 per folio. 
PAPER.- ~Foolscap, 14. per ‘sheet; Draft, ad. ditto 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E 


\HE LONDON and WESTMINSTER 
LOAN & DISCOUNT COMPANY (Ltd.) (Est. 

Offices : 63, St. Martin’s-iane, W.C., & 43, London wall, 
ADVANCE MONEY on om personal security, furniture, le 
life policies, &c., re INCLUDING INTEREST: 

£10 One Year, Cah £0 4 : Monthly £019 3 

£20 _ © £1 

£30 ~~ "es 3 

£50 oe @ 

£100 £2 24 
roportion. Moderate rates for bills 
ree on application to Secretary 








sums in 
sale. Prospectus 
Agents.) 





iw SOLICITORS, B. ANEERS, and Others. 
--Catherine Maud Ho deceased. — Anyone 
1a8 any knowledge of a Will “en ing be en made by C stherine 
Maud Howell, of Wandsw: orth, who died unmarrie d on the 
t November, 1906, or who may have possession of such 
i is requested to kindly communicate at once with 
Messrs. Kiupers & Boarmay, Solicitors, 79, Lombard- 
street, Londor, E.C. 


£7, SOC Wanted, « 6 


Mortgage 
lished ¢ mmpany.—Apply Lex, “ 
Weekly Reporter” 


Othc 
LH NGINEERING —-A good 
4 Opening in an old-establis Company for a capable 
man with some experience and small capital; arrangements 
might be made for a seat on the board if de a Apply, 
in first instance, by — only, to E. F AL JONES, 
Incorporated Accountant, 31, Lombard-stre« .E Cc 


T? COUNTRY SOLICITORS. — Old-estab 
lished London Solicitor, 

Offices in quiet street opposite the Royal ( 

of his Address to Country Solicitor at 

Box 68, 

27, Chancery-lane, W.C, 


| ADY TYPIST 
4 Requires Engagem-nt.—D., 
Shepherd’s Bush-road, W, 





Cent. 
by Old-estab- 
Journal and 
, WC, 


pt r 
ntures, 
Solicitors’ 

e, 27, Chancery-!ane 


BUSINESS. 











(Shorthand), experienced, 
14, Melrose-gardens, 


who | 


First | 


with convenient first-floor | 

yurta, Offers Use } 
inclusive rent. — | 
‘ Bolicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter” Office, | 


| Printera of THE SOLICITORS’ 


‘MONEY: 


FROM £50 to £5,000. — Woul 
any responsible Gentleman, in Town of 
Country, be willing to pay a fair rate 
interest for an IMMEVIATE ADVANCE OF CAS 
upon their owa PROMISSORY NOTE, without Security, 
Publicity, or fees, and strictly private. 
Call or write to the Actual Lenders, 
J. WESTON & CO., 
39 & 31, DUKE STREET, PIC@ADILLY,, 
LONDON, W. 





-ALLEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTEKS, LimiTep, 


LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Pasuiamentary Bits, Minutes or Evipence, Booxs g 
Rererencr, STATEMENTS OF Claim, Answers, &o., &o, 


| BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES 


NEWSPAPERS, 
And all Generali aud. Commercial 
Every description of Printing. 


w 


JOURNAL 
AND WEEKLY REPORT. 


| NORWICH STREBT, FETTER LANE, LONOUN, 8.0, 














ORDER FORM 


Please 
until countermanded, 


for months, 





send the Souicirors’ JOURNAL AND WEEKLY Reporter from 


I enclose cheque for 


volume can be supplied, 


, my Subscription 


The SoLicitons’ JOURNAL AND WEEKLY Reporter can be ordered from any date, and back numbers of the current 


Cheques and Post Office Orders payable to H. Vituzrs. 


OFPPICE 


<7, CHANCERY LAN 














